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(Par; 111 -Sr:c. 4[ 


IjJt; G AZET TE OF I NDIA : EX IRAORDINAR Y 


tL JL ^ ™ ttfe, ^ 3 ^, 

IT. r”^ * ^ ^ i 


^ T?fr 


2.2. 'fR#'l?I TT 755 <7. 72 cRHT t % ^ JTPTc^f 4 7W?T H^NcxH 

ff ^ ^ ^ ^ 7 f^ f^ iRIT 8 IT cJ? ^ 3 M f^cT 5 > 7 R 7 ^ 7 ^ 

fll' ^ tm Wcr c^ an^jR TT 571 yifsTfRir ^ .^f^, ^ 

'^er ^ yiT qc^ tR TTgW ToT ^ cTT ^1 3^: *Mr-7t 

TFRi W yrra TfR^ #7 vjiJycM <r>i'Jcj|^ ^ <57^ cR I^RJT W 2Tf I 


^ ™ ™ ’^*’ 80 ^=1 •fmra * IWrai 3 ; 

8 rf#fl i am <R OSP i #, * *R 80 88 Ohnsa *=, w s', 

^ 3ri^ gryt c^ vmi-Tiw gri ^TTinfffiGfy gRi yFf^ cppft c^ -»}i ^ ^tjcrai cRcr f i 


3.2. T ^ qyTrIT ^ RPm fclcR^ ^ TRIMP tl Witfel ^Plcf f^frl c^ sittr, 

qRql^T yf^ TT^ T7 Rq yncr ^ RjTf # to 1,36,352 yfh (sraiis 3000 3P>f^ 5 t^ 1# yili) cp 

f^q%f TO 45,082 yf^ ^ I 


3.3. ^ yT^T ^ T\i ciRT wn ^ t - 


(TO ^f) 


w . t . 

j f^qTW 

I 

1 

Mif) ^ TVl'i ®;1 
! (oIPRT hRI qi) 

g>. 

l^l^lff^tl eli'm 


"(i). 

, yi^) ?6 cfTTrr T? 10.34 yf^cl q>) ^ «jvigw GfR 

yy>d qrd ^ ^rrT^PRT irt 3 i^<^ci 4.75 yf^ 1 

4 . 307,466 ; 

i f 

(li). 


1,281837 

(iii). 

%TRn 

446,412 

(iv). 

^71111 yqr 7 

iTiT^o 

(v). 

arryHr ^ y? sfra 

- 

(Vi). 

^ 3 jk 3 IR . 

1 , 742,400 

i (VII). 

ylRyT 7 j 7 aT sfR grt tzit ^ 

150,000 


- - - ^ (^) 

i ' s^vis ^ 


qRqd'llzi cZPlcI 1 

^ ■ - —1 

(i). 

^vTcI 3 jR ^ 

54,64 260 

(ii). 

liviT tfv) eOTci #7 3 r*T 3 i^aRr wtr 

64,15 576 

'. - i 


I 108 , 79,836 


15 yf^ y?) Tx tR yfviciFr 

5 . 424.533 


elMM 

243 , 44,084 

^■* i 

'TIM # Tl yfcldtl 

540 . 

1 

RPTRii sm yf^ q)') (h:/ 5 .) 

T 5;082 
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3.4 80 ^ ^ 4> ^0 45,C82/- gT-cHf^TcI !T?J5^P <f>I 3f5»k^ #n 11 

f^JIT t t?P ^ g3J 3000 3r^c(5t tlPft (SfSlff ^0 

1,36.352/-) # SR ’R W?S5'! ^ 'STTcf'f 5fWc8 c6t 4?! WR ^ 35lt^ 

SKI ai-jMlf^d sA W! I 

4. f^isrtf^d q^FKff 'Mw ^ 31^?, €rt^ ^ upsT irmra afK ^4;s ^^TOtsrrsr/RTOrw 

3Rlt%J?Rf SfTl IKTcf^t feurft^ cfe fifll 3R%T W ?IT | 'fiV'HcTll^^I'v’HiJll’d 3?)^ RRT^ OTqt4W3rt/RiTlfr'«ir 
3I#f^?Flt ^ HIR ^ yfcT^fe ^ 315^ 45t T^ sfti /HM ^ 

d'R'1chiI3lt/vWilcmT 3Kn%^Rt Cht 3P3^ %aiPnST ^ I 


5, HKIIcI 4^ imiftsp IFcJIaiT 3miK q^. qsi "^4tcP 20 site! 2007 SKI ^ m 

317^41/#31^ qq 31^ %cIT W SIT. I ^ 431 24 2007 SKI 31441 41414 '^.41 2111 

?4I^ SKI 4414 44 IK^ Sik SKI ^rqft 7^/W^t4KKt SS 7IK ^ HllcI^ISIS W %:- 


' w.ii. 

o 541 ^ SKI 4414 44 IK 4 

1 'Md SKI 4 Xf xdSN 1 

(i). 

I 

i 

'■ 

^ Main ^ ^^'^\ ^I'^Ml ^ '^0 450 S 1 Mfcl 

qiJt qf^qf^d ^ t eft 3ilcR sKf ^ si^lsq sit eff^ 

KS^ §4 3000 3 I^fM qf^ qift (sisifcl 40 136352 ) 

47 ifo eftTT;!T^t 4 qi 44 4 KI 
{'lt 47 I^t 4447 llit 4 K) SKI ^414 # Ty^ ^ S> 

fcb'^[i|I ^ vjT^ ^ 1 

1 

1 

i 

j 

dqqq'fl ^ ffTTi ciq 7?i t f^Prf?«4 seif 47 

^ cT^TlcTK R>^l "vjTcTF t vri^t^ j 

^ 11 ^ ^ 3T^ i 

i ^ ^ ^icfl t ^ cf?4t 3 r: : 

1 4 t 4 f^ 'Tt ferRre 4 f 4 4141 deft ^ rft 3 IIS# 4 S> 

1 31 M 7 47 Tjq^TEI 3 >KSlf Stlefl 1 1 

1 

i 

1 1 

1 ^ ^ 44 StSTll 3 f^ d S 5 Hpft SKI 3000 

1 dR 7 qf^ qift sit S 7 STjci sit ki 7 d 1 1 

1 TtftsdTl OTHt^TR (dw) ^ 'Ttl^r 12 j 

: ^ 2007 sit t 4 J 6 SSTlqect SKI ? 7 I S 7 S)f j 

7 dS 5 K d 7 SI ?I 11 ? 7 d 4S?T ^ d SSTfsKI S?’ j 

qf^ ^tsft 2 }t 1 3000 3id^ dcK sil 47 d^ipd 1 
d orjq'iss ^ 3 id 4 stj^s fiiRi rri sirfr ttt | 

? 3 IT ^ 1 1 

v - - - -_—__ - _ { 

(ii). 

f^lF^ St 2005-06 3 fR 2006-07 c^ f ^4 fP 

fiiq SKI Mbl^ci ^ wq) stk ski^ sq! qsfifd?! 

fi 1>4 sii^ S) f^> 31 S 5 mt 1 

Hol’l ^ Mitl Sferi^J '$ f^ i 

gRT c[^ c^ vt\k ^ t 4^1T4> 1 

25 2005 7t 4 SI ^ f?Rn 441 t TJf 7]^ ! 

^pqd d qM sit qqq 1 ''; 

(m). 

1 

f 7 i q^ cf?l cRj# ^ $s>i^ qf^ q^ 3 q^r 7 4 >t ssro 
qfrt 44 3 I 14 K 47 3 Ff ^4 4 ^ 1^ STI^ ^ SqKT 7441 
S 5 ^ 1 q^ 44 smiK 3 i 2 icr q^ qit 3 tikr sif swra m 
^ SR qf^ 441 3 I 14 K q 7 STJeft fSr| 4744^4 S>^ 7 -f 

S>t 7141441 sit Stira S)^l 

TUSIRd- qedPit ^ 4 tSlbKI 515747 M ^ 4^ 

qf^ ti 4 T 30417 47 S 7 ^ vTI ^ f T % : 

qd^d 44417 sfi TIS'Ef 4 1 fTlf^ S4f if 444 K ! 
-d STjd sit ?Sjl| 754 *t 31 %^ S 574 I SSS? [ 

q? 77 T 4 ep ltd 41474 d aiSfORcP Sft 11 i 

(iv). 

sqif C^ tid sit TTTgH 3 ft 7 7^7447 sr 7 ' f^dtfel viqStRldl 
qfll 4 r 4 < 6 t S>I 3157 KK SeTrt f 4 TJIJS ^ ilJTIK sit 

81441 f^I 4 t 74 m ftt 744 2 rRcPK 4 4 v?f 1 

yd sit Tl'Tiill ^ 315707 d4 sd 8I4er fdyt74 cPi] 
fitTqd q^SHlS SK^ d Tftd 404 fdRI 3IK j 
sstfe OTTSK 3iqd yTitsT'd 3il7 sdt—sdt 3 ks 

3qsfsr43fi dd 5 ^ ?7d4KI fdst 3W 1 1 

(V). 

Sfit S? 4 ) 41^01 S>mt ^ ST 4 SH ^ 44 7 !x 1 v -'4 WZ 

d WTK Sli 31441 4^174 STI ^ 414 721 FI 474 

ctSRI sit ^ t d ? 41 ^ 34^4 7 i. 

dqqRft /4 / 2004 - 7 S 4 R 1 i^ 4 TS; 7 SI 4 S^ 2005 3 lt 7 
7151144 f^siS) 15 SRS^t 2005 3 t^ 7 IK ctds WSt 

qTdll^ct q^e^ 747 ^ 60 SftKRl 47 % 114 d 4 ^ 
fcf)XJ 11 

^ ^ yfci ^ i 

cj^t t dt Plvj?l 't^cji yindT '^RT c^Hfd ' 

3 RT: ^pis UKlhS) 4 d 1 1 


























































































































--OF INDIA : E^R^RpiNARY _ III- Si c , 4 

^ 13 ^ 2007 ^ cJcfIchlRH W<T ^■{T xtR?T 7 ^ 3rR)f;^;lcf # Tf^ 7]^^ 

7fraT5 ■#? 7^ ^3^<RTT3ff/wft?cn 3Rfr%T?pff .) .-^p^ j^., : 

7. ii VZU f^. ^ T-S 20 ^ 2007 ^ f ^Hf^fed ^^3rf q? q.ffcfli 7^ 

qq 3T5^7 f47Jr W 2IT:- ' 

(i) . q^TcITSfi JPI fciPiqftd 4)7^ ^ wfed fcfj^ UlcRIFf! c}5^ qjfd ^ afY f^Ttrci^y 

% qiqr 71? dl^'<d[ qF'tfdfd 'did ajjjjf^rqrf, 1963 4>t ETRI 42 qf^ if 3nT7rI 

(ii) . vd0 JMcFf 7^ 'ifrrR 57T gcPR 72^ qq qFTe?t 4^ qg'dld chijcjlj qKfPTT 

ycdifcJa cj>^ I 

7.2. M€t gro q^ 20 5?W 2007 gm ^sr qq ^ ^ qq ait tw ft!>7r qqi yr. 

Fq]^ qq 22 3Rcjqt 2CC7 gRT ?qq^ q7?M ^ f^TRfcTfed tR 3rfH^ 7RFT q) 

arcTTcir qqq qt?w qqr m- 

(i). qqqtqfP <iid'lR'q?.q! ^ y “ci ‘^iqPiq'l ^ q? f^ftn §3IT t cn41<rt qsf f&RTn qqR^ cp sfcqqr ^ 

^Tgr MSIfll IRT qgR q>t q^ #q c^ ?q^qTet C^ ^sqqRffTait ^ qqR 7p Tiiq qaf f^RT^ ^ 

20 «frl?lcl qqjR TRcIT 11 ^ f^qqp 21 7^ 2006 ^ ’It gcdd <Pt tq TRRq ^q 

^ ^ qtt q> Tt gfe q^t 11 cftiM gRT ^to iftiRT^tlRf TRd ’ll qrf^ 

q>t qf^ (iSqd Rqfq^ 14 qgRq 2006 gRT ^t’M gRI ar^f^td) ^ uqqRdTatf ^ 3 )fr rf^4d 
qvR dxjci qR^ c^ qr^ f^ qqr 1 1 qqi|l(fl 3Ttrf^q ^ qrcp-rq ^ ^t^ttr, ^rt 42 

Tj^tqig TRrsit ^ ^ deiMctid qtt^ qgeq> qgci era dep cRjff q^ gR qqpd qrq d^P ?7i 
qrf&qRR gRT qTjRP 3(gqtf^ q^ qndr t ^ Ttqiq qRR gR’ qRjsTd: anqqj qfd’’ gid 
qTf?R]|d ^^qr qgTdTsii ^ qpqq 7t qgiq qH q^ ^ 1 cfl4t<lt ^ ^ dq^Ri q^ gRqrl sft aftx 
%itt qqRRp f^RT^ dq^ gat dR t. dqqtqdTsff ^ gsRPd: f^Rldj qqr^ cRJR qRdI t, 

qRP ^ q? qq^ gettd q^ ^ t q? fpq qqR 7^ 7^7 q qat f^ddl )(«'■(! qi 20 
5Jf^ qlt cRJcq 7P^ ’fp^r^r tI -qg^T t gcq> ddr ^ qat %dd 20 uf^ qtt 

aRJ^ qj^ q ^d yrli'^qRir- ept ijjt jfff^ qq|i I 


7 3 ^ Td 13 f^RRV 2007 gRT d^gd gqqT^ ^ ddTq qi* gg^ dx; sfr? qc? f | ctMt^ 

grd qq^ qtqt tr^f q dggd ^ggqrf q 774 qq fqR;qt ^ rM q f%q qq f^ckq diRq^ %q re; f:~ 

(i) . qfqrqt gvt fq%r ’rt i> %q qqi^ (grgqt cfT^^Rr ^cq>) 3T7ttq |d qrfecpdq gRi 

qrgqtf^cT g^qq 'qd-'qtsTR) # argdR q^rq gRT Rq qq < 41 ?#^ iy spur tr q^q ^ ^ 
vTKTpR cp i^Ritt qqici<P qq qgicHq gRq git 3(gqfri |( 1 

(ii) . ddiq TRy fq^g-jq cp dgq q % dgl^d qrqcfT qqqt€t aTfqfqqq. loes gtt ttrt 42 gq qf^ q indr f 

arw qfi, s^dP *qqgq %7q ^ fq, dgl^td qiqcrr gifer^ Ttgr q^TdroP cp qrqq q uTdigj gp q-Tgd 

gRq cp d’Tggd cpptcfT^ ^ epRp cp 3Tg%i cp did ?d Ull^rgRR gTT dgfqd fq=.qi qqr t: gfg 

dqt TtcT ggic'iqq cpt yqdgd qrgdR tP gqqfqiqq 7p qr^ q dr^tgRd qfdi qqi ar, dg jd 

ql^rgRd q dRg %qT pq % qr^g? qgf^dgj ^ qgT?rr c^ gdt grr fpfqqqq fq^q qqq ^ 

gRRd ^ ?r^ qqg qgdq ap fciq dqgfi: tdfqdcp qm qgrdraP g) dgq cp fqqi 1 

(iii) . 5 dq f^Ptgq %qT t % 80 dd qtgTfcg fPd gq dgd TjqdgR gedd q ^gT ggTd 'ePdp 7p <qqtqt 

gRT vHRicqcl qgRTg dqdgR t 3ft7 ^dt^q ?d qi^f^dd cP fq^TT cp STgdR gapp qddfg TR^d %gT 

qgr ti 

(iv) . ?d q ePR cp 3 IRI dTRcP q, qRTd ^ qTl^^ ^gl ggldT^q ^ Spq qgRI %J q, gftfcp ^pjqqif cp 

fqq?i'f cp 3qRRp P gfg 3T'4t7'1 1 g? 3nq giq dqg q dgq qedd cP fpiq qqR qd d iPt d g5R> cp 

ferq qdTTg qggd g>qn 1 
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(V). ^ t gif^ ^ 5WT im ^ c^ 3TOT»r ^ 51^ ^ ^ 

c^ 20 5rtcr?m ^ ^f«^Tc=pf ^ 11 gT?^ #, «i5f ^ RiJiw ^ 

6(sfi I, II. Ill ak iV^' W WRf ^ TOSIH f i 

6ia} ^ TRT%1 W^ pTflR c^cra WZ #1 (^ ^(clRihT) cl^f 3n^ ^ ^ I 3RI 

^ ^ feR UFiEfp tiRth ^ 1 1 fTTi^, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2 f Rp^rm wHRt 1 20 ttRiw # 

cRjc^t «Pf 5^ 5R53 ^ 11 ^Tsjrf'T, ij^fpRlR^ ^f€Rr^ anftf^^H, ^0 trt 

w^ctg fc^Rit^ 3ik ^0 %f^m 'vi'Mvfl ^ war w ^ sngR ^r, ^sJ 1^-^ ^ 20 ^ 

^i^Tcper ^qFRR ^f> Rr 5{c^ sisjcn ^qY<}Tir, ’it R8?f!t ^ ^Rpi 1^ ^ ??t t 

jti'i'H ’ i t fY? ii R i ^ ii ^ 2.17.4 ^ 3r^ 1 1 ’ct »t q«} ^Rrm 1 20 

9rf!r?ra «PT qmF qiRr=^ Yrqr iR’cTrait ^ w?q f^RTi qr^ ai^ft^ ^ fcnj ^^rwiit 
R^ ll P l ji^it ^ Rr 11 JtF dl^'^'fl IfWqt R diftd f^ W t q^qff^ li^ ijcf) qqr 
qiRfiRRT 11 

8 . 1 . qii; f^r 5Rqt ^ fY’RcP 20 ar^ 2007 ^ ^tq’t €tit€t ^ f?? qRts^ R 

qqicF gRT ufRcIcI ^ qw-cif^cp/ai^iHl cR ajR R aFRfi aRPisRn aiRrararT sft R’ v5'H‘i> 'TRT ar^Rra 
"qtHT 11 5^ aRfto ^fjw ytHcFP ^ 5 tr 4 r^ w ar^^ Rpqi sri 1 F'-q ^'q Ri, tjf ^ ^ qpi ^ 
Trqr an TiF ^Rtt^t 'r ^ q? 5RciTq qT%cT qR afR F^rf^ mrn qit fRirt ■HdiF ^ sfi qRiRR 

^ ^ ^ lycR qR afR ^3^ qR 1 R ’Y’ft ’jj^/w^Rpr^ %.- 


n^RdcT qfe qicl l ^M . aifttcT 3ITq afR FP^ IRlTcH <J>t ciriRg' aisitrl ^gdl? 2005 R 31 f^tTRR 

2007 cTq> qRH qr^ R 80 3R RRlTFd fRp yqicH ^rR ^ RPI Rrar y<Jldl gRT R’U ’TTf TsTR 

daiT ^R# ddRt c^^aicPR iR" Rrt^ iiHiRiei apRf ctRr J^Rf (aisifq Yi qra 2008) R> 

ar^PHi 

apTct #1 qRf aiaitcT 2008-09, 2009-10 afR 2010-11 ^ RRh 80 ^ *ii«ii5ci RRi f^Rw ^rR i'll 

ypRdd 'r'I't fcPJ ai’^HlR’rf fpPlt I 


(iii). ~ tj5 i t<PtR R 3RRfPq?iR, Ro RRriRRrt ifs RRT UTF^s RtRiRf afR Ro •sppfs %R|’T 

^ RRl 12 ’RR 2007 R)t ^ qR qici I 


8.2 Pcdd R ypRdcl RFRTTRWt afR 2095-06 R 2008-09 ?Tq> ^ fRWct qRt R arfufcf '^M-Pl afR rR 2009-10 
aft? 2010-11 ^ af^piRt ^ afR itdR ppp Rqi ywr Ro RRtiRRri eitf^Rctro otfR^^ fRrPlR^ ^ oro ^hR> 12 

2009 qR Ijffl PIcFd ^ 2tf I 

9 . 1 . ^ €rtSt€t gRT RdT ’RTI dcM FpR gR’ RRR R> UHlRl't) qr FPf^ PF ^ fRPT ’Rll 

qr fRj qqf R dFT ^Rn RgRT gRi 80 g’’ pRriFd ^<ft qR arr^fit diRt t, HFfRfd 4iawici gi t y^f ci alR tori 

^ %Rqi u-PR ^ ^ oiRfRnP FtRt FPf^. ?pt^ 5 2009 ^ R F<f> rr 

Ft'fRT 31^^ f^qi FFT qi FR qqt fi 5r?%FT PlrflFFI tp afR gTpff ftaRT afRt q> FRT it^ dFl FRa? ’TlrFd 

'^qr cjRcTI^ oilctl ^ 1 


9.2. €lifr<it R Rrar pftctt fri q^r qi 2006-07 "fl 2008 -09 ^ qt^ iifRff q>i*il ^ afR ptri 

f^Ffq? 18 ^ 2009 gRI FTpaj qRglt «ff I 

10.1. ff Pil^iqRR ^ <ftitt'<!t ^ afR aiR'RifF ^j^/w*^fqRR pftR qq Rpfq fc^qr qri ff^pr, ^tit€t ^ fpR 

tfR f^qfq; 29 aiq^J^ 2009 gW WJRft gRT FP^ gdanF ^ UFffdd qFPt q>T FTI^ afR qqqff cPT afRT Fqi 

iRltpRit gRT aiRfcl qqqf-qR RwiFF PT7 Hp PF-I FP ai^ffiq dPT qi | 

10.2. R ^qi qgim gR" q«r ar^ ffhr arwR m qFRpd PFqft ajf) pm q^ 2005-05 

2009-10 (17 wq? 2009 pq?) ^ fRiF IJWR^ gRT UFRiTF q^ml ^ "Flf^ ^ afR qq fYdfcp 23 RcFFR 2009 
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[Part III- Si c, 4] 


IHB GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


lIRT 11 ^ gii % ^^cTcl ii gtnfl’T c^t vflcfl § TT cTTj^ 5IKR tr TjRr^i ^ 

TO ^ Tj 5TV' .3 I^tT aiqrft .WfsfcIT cZJcPf cj^l | 

11. 5TIwf?if w4l ^f>r4cn%T ^ infErTO ^ cprufcro ^ arf^r^ ^ f | f^nrM 

3ik Tra^ qsf gRT gji ?fR 9 rtPt<j> ^8T^ JPl 3rcTfr-T^ Tmi’Tni 4 sf^ piii 

http://tariffauthonty.gov.in 'l^T^ | 

12. 5^ ’TFI# ^ <l>l4c;i^ ^ gtTP ^irt T[^ ?T»n7 ^JpTT ^ ^ ^f. mz ?T4t t- 

(i) . ’TRR 4 ^ToRI 4) #T ^IT ’^tcR FR^ #?rijd ^ M tpR 

^RTfcRp git ai'4'H'tl ggH gg | gdim IRIT t IJ? WcTd) gRl 3PR tRTt 

31^ 3R: ^3g4tetT3lt gRI VFf^cl wt ^ tlfTO ^ f?j5gi W t • 

(ii) . ETRI 48 <4 ^ qftcT TF^ToR RfRI 3l1ltfTtgTI, 1963 git SIT^ 42 (4) ffl yT%<RR Tt 31^811 gRcft t 

iprM argif^piR git etrt 42 ( 3 ) ^ 3i#t cgfzRrat gRi OTcW cbw^ 

^ EFT^ ^i g^ 3-1^’('jdd git giTTT| ^ ipf^ ^ ^ g^j 42 (3) 3f£}|^ giflicFR gRR 4t3M 

Rdidci gRR ^ ??R Ft, gr^ 2005 ^ ggjeg^ fenMgft gg ^ 7.2 ctISrrr ^ sr^ag gRfg t 
it}> g? 4gf4gg? %r iroi i> gM ^i gig^ gRRt r ^g^gfi git gir^ gi# Mr 

■^3^ 3!f?|gHTP gif fMTfci Ml 4Ht4t 4 gw gsR ^ gramr t % gcgg ^ gtgr^R 
FRR Mr gg ggiRg gR4 ^ fM "^gr ggirn git fMr w gijit^ ^tsft^t g^gR g; gM ^ ?rR 
’pgigRR gjRf 3ife%ni, 1963 git qRi 42 (3) 3i4tg fi ggg, M ^ gnraR 
M^tlMp git gRI 42 ^ 3fEM gj^tgig Mnstt 4 ^ ^Tgi t 3fk. 57-1^, Mr ^g%n RgRsi gRgi4 gt 
^ g^ 5R gT%fRR gR" fMtgfM fM git gRRg 11 gg g^ ggM M # wf 
ggg g? ^ ggig gix 3iggi ygragi gg Mi gR^ git ggpr gRi ij1g> ggg Rgi 
ggRRig ^gRT sri'Mgg, i963 git rri 42 f^^gci Rgrsif R R w t, MM M M 

ggrg gRR gt fM gifegRR gRi fctfRgfRg fMn gngi 3 Tct: g? wri M, 2005 

g^ tMfRM ^6 7.2 3i^wF giM fr M Rgr c^ fM 3?fMgg gR fRgW m 

fM w 11 

(iii) . Mt fMR we M ^ M trr M ggRi fRfM; ttcttf gig^j^g grfMg M wgr gpg 

3fRR git g^ M3tr iR fM M RgfM* Rgi ggrei ^ fM MR Mg tret r ^ 
rt; Mr RTggr, wrM tf^ w-t ^ fM T^rg iri M w rpri fMVr wg grg 

grf^^ gMg Mr ggigr gRi M gg aM r aiMRe gingi ggr 11 

jg ttMer- gRT wpft gi ifpr RM R g^ git sfR R gM iMg Mir ggr t gM 
wg Mr gr 3fR rtr R 3rgvgg> RMtgRRt afre 3if?tRgd ''q^igi yra M g> fM MM w' R 
.VTfPRR gRgrJT rttii tft 1 1 rirp MnfRM ^ ggJtg. gwr gg gg giMg t fT g? M gigat 
R RRrg g fed M MM Rg fMMg t, 3fR gn utMirr grg MM 3?f?rwg gR m M i 
cRTg R RT> xigg R gn grlMw gR ri Fg itr wnF Rt ?St grM aitt gggg R tcw^ gRR 
Mt M RTcg ^ #tt RES M MI gg ggRgiRt fMt RgfRcrg? ritcpt gRi vjgR«i gRgr4 g4 
WoR ^ M fRgf% gRR M t 31% cjRtgRRg qRF g sfrtfR gR g^ fRfRgg 

WR Mr ^ M 3r%ig>iTg r MM M ^ M 11 3M; gRH gRi RRi aRR Mr %,!tt 

rgcRi #g ^ #tt ggidi ^ gra git g^ Mr r Rt sngM f 1 

(iv) . MRt R Ro MMrtMM SRt riM so eg ftw Rtgigoi M Rt M tMgr Wx r?tiM 

fM gg' gi 2005 ^ fMrfRM wg girig M siMcr r gt IRMi qR siRag gM t 
RbRt RgfRfrgi R4 yg'ni MR R gFigieg rri gRi Hifttgjci MR! Mr ggrr gRi egRw 
gRgr^ g| MtsR/M^ isR M wr R re; gR Mt 11 

fM gr eg^cw fRRg. cgge 3tk MRt Rnenp Mtg ^ fRM ^ snuR r trf R r fReM 
giRg ggg g|f t ggtM gg giMt g^ t ^ M Mr ggr WRg giFR ggp MR sfr cra 
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c|T<^ ITcnflT ^ JTP^ ^ %cr ?> 1 ?I? ^OTg<JtT tfro w ^ eroi Oft^ 

?R^ pgrf^ FFRT ^ 3mTR q? arltqirqT ^ f%jf% uffx; i 

(v) . wnitq q?^ ^ r) # fct%q epmrat ^ ^ iT^qq# q^rq gr^ qrf^ 

^ qqmrsft ski qin^ f, qqwft c^ f^Krar gqR ^ f^if^ qqrqrq f^, 

3iqq( qKTTci 100 qq arq^q ^ qqqJK^t 1 1^ qf^qif^ qfrtqrqqit sftq qi ^qifjR qq 

#qR ?4T' 

^ arf^f^qq sit ?TI%1 f^BlJ qil^ q5t qiqiqqi <> q^ ^ ^Kfiqr I 

5 qf^, ?7i qil^Twq ^ loo qq aiqqi ^ ^ ^ qiq^i oiraK qq f^w qqK qK^ 

3ftq q^ qit ^ c^ %lTq^ ^ qq Wq f^l 11 ?qi ss qqi f^wiqq ^ qn^ 

qqqtqqioft '5^ qqirq ^ q^ oth kstr Rh^i qqqqr q^ ^ qra ^qiq q5) q^ q^ 
qi'w(^0 aqqi fq qq^ST^ 'fjRlqi'la qpq^ qwi^ q^ 7^tqT '*ftcK f^Fi ?lcfl 11 

(vi) . q? ^ %qT qnq % qqifqfiT c^ qtqf^ cK^/qqTT^ qqr^ ^ ^ q?t ^qR*t q^ qiqi} 

qgq qqiq^ qK^KP ^ ^ Kcpdt i qgcq; an’qsojs asifq qgf^ qqqf ^ aicKfqfed 5^^ 

qr%q I ^-dfciq, qsiq q^ Tiqq? ^ qi^t antiR qq q5t qqqq qqqR aiKiR qq qqjeq> 

ywiftd q;^ I ^ qr? "gq fh^ qrar? Kitqqq aft ^il qoiqf q^ 

siqqq qi^ ^ f^ qqK ?# tR 3 tor qq qi^ %q w qt f qi % qsRdd ^ftr $ qiqy q 1 
swq qirarq qq q^ aroq ^ q5t 8fl 1 q? q#q>Kf t qi%d ^ 

H^iMcddl ^ qqqp qrqq q^ qi«;feci ^ qq f^lKRn qqrq f^ierff^ f 1 ^qq qrrqq fqifeq 
^ qiqifiT ^ % ^qft q^ g^qifi: Rfcitj 'iftsiaif c^ f^q aftq gqi fisq c^ qqq^ ■’tf qff f&i qiqi q?) 
vidlK0dl qiq^f ^ ^ fiTOTI f^lRd qK^ ^ fK q^ yfrlHMq) q^ «RTIJ qi* 5^ I 

fiRf^ qqqqq^t ^ qqieiq apq^ ^ qil^qifiq ^Tjf^qjcp qxiiciq>l ^ qjq^ ^ q^ ftqi 

f^wtRd q5t qrqft t, qq|?q> qf^qriqn 5f|q 'ki4eq't qq airaif^ ^ qr%q 1 

qr4, 2005 ^ qq 2.41 ^ McdH wdiciq’l yd)4) Ucq; q^ HMq> -qnid 

<sil'ji’) q’l qqftr?i q>qq |i 1 2006 ^ y?jeq> f^?iiPi4?ii ^qs 2 . 4.1 qtfrq 

qfciqiqqli m ’j»k 5 ^ qsW q# qq q? ^jq^qq w qqi t % siqqq qtqign qK'^ 

qqif^d q>q^ ^ qpqi ?qqd anuR qq f^Rrar ikik f^imRu qiq^ c^ 2008 

^ %iff^ qfriqKKP siq^ qircii Pt«qRq ^ ^ qpqp ^ 3mqq qq 

q^ qq t^itqq #11 qqidiqf cpt qwdt ^ 3p?T?mT qi ift qqqnf^ qs^r qftq 
qtHcRf ^ uqqtqqrq^i qq erarq qi^ 

(vii) . siqiR q-^ f^q^qw ^ 2008 ^ qqpP ft?iTf^ q^Krai. cfr? araq^ aflq qi^ q?qcP ^ 

qrqftJq qjfciwa# '% fiiq y%qHq>/f^?rTf^'^ qiq^ 1 ^ki^ 3r?icq, 

f^?iiPi4^i/q?qtKi qf^qq? ^ q^ qrq! 3ftq tqi qqq^ qi^ qgq^#q qqq\ ^f^qqq <s 
qq f qfil^ qq1 q jr gqqi qgf^d qqql qtqqgci ^ anuR qq 5 K 

qiq^ q qr#qq5 qij ^1 fh *1441^ ^ 4t q^ qjw ^ qq;^ ^ t % ?rafl4> ^ 

q^^qrq <TqR^ ik" g?f^ qgqq qq»^ 4qifq t, sr qqq4 ^ qf^qKRT q?^q4t, 

Rsiltft, qr^ qqq^, anR; ^ q4 2006-07 ^ 2008 -09 t qkiq qqqqq^t sm qs^d l%7 ^ 

qiqrqqi ^ 1 Ri%e ai^ ^ qqifq, tfrM 4 siqqq qfqrfei q^q sm q?f^ f4i\’ q5t qwrqqi 
qiRi qq^ qpiq) flqqq qi^ qciRi an 1 €Rfr?' ski qqqf qqr qj4r ^ qqql Ri?kt qq aiy^ff 
f^q^qpq q^ f^qq on qiqqq qqt% q?%q qqqf q?l iqq^ qqRiqR q^ 1 1 

f^f^R qqqt q4 aq4'e'4t« Rdi fl# qq qjqqi q^t qq^ram ^ aiqiq q, ^ q5t qiqqi fflrqqi 2008 

^ 14^ ii Pi4^R ^ cTcqrqtf qqqt qr^ Ritrff^ qsqqrq yfriqiqq>r ^ qiq^ ^ qqqt a?# 

^ q^ qqqf ajtq tqi ^RP i> aRTq-q^ q^ q^ ti ?qi qqRq ^ f^, 

qgvjg^ i j^q qqqf ^ ^qid q':[ cfqrf/qqqrf qqqqiq q> f4oT^^t/^q aiqq qq ar^q 
ci^ q> 2008 f4?r['^4?4 4 RTe4f^ qq4 qi qrqqi qqq airaK qq qf^q4 qq4-qd q? 
qrqiyT 4000 qq ^ dil^ q^i 1 1 


















































































































_ ^ THE GAZETTE OF IN DIA: EXTR AORDINAR Y_[ Part HI— Shc. 4] 

2008 ^ wit fuTO^' -diejM 3jt? vjif^ ciyi ifjlildl, fTT 

3n^ ’'(llPici f, 10,000 y|dR^ 4?i ^ ^ «l4 T? wit ITF?^ ^ 

5rfr*^rw cfr>f^ ?i 2008 ^ ^ f-Wito loooo z^ 45' 

yf^F<P yr^ 4 > 20 z^ awTT ci>t 3 grs <^ ycPoR ^ ti ^ z? wfyr^ loo z^ 

fOWIT y>TR f^lsjfftcr t, yfrlf^O yirWT IT? 2008 ^ 

R?nl^4^i'i ^ yfrFTw 4>i ufi^ ci5t vsrow 11 2008 

^ f^IRd ^ire 4>t ^ arocf] ^cHt ^ ’Twntt ^^icr swat y? wi fo, 

1 ^ 55 ^ 3RI yfcRT^i c^ 3fyr4 y? \3 m^cki 11^ 20 4 ? 3 ^ ttwr cp 

Rratft <4 10000 ^ ypdf^ 4? WF^ ^ 25 yf^ ffe y^t wn y?i wi 1 
yRi^ ocd-i '^I'H 5 ^ TjiSTjy# ^ f^RRiT yyR Rrakyf Bytft y atywri yin an n? 

t ft> wi^ c^ ccPR if yqiRia ^ #yf ^ tjcn ^nrfcp 100 zz arycn y 5 t wl y<f t. 

^ 11319 zz % 12451 z^ y%f^ c^ 4 tn Pnn i Rd fcpnr 1 1 

(\ iii). ^ yyR cp RiK^nj yrn^y yoR yiro im sf^yiRtn yt M war 100 zz 

vyyy<P 4>t ennd yyl 3 ft? nfln yo 300774 wn 1 1 srjyiR'ci wm gM 
yryr y?t yf ^ yniRm Ppyr yyi ti gry yan arjyRrcr ^ eTyn y? 

Rao y %yT ^Tn t ?y ft?ctyy ^ yypny gfcTdiftci fcpyr yyr 1 1 ^pM gm nay 
3R[yTf^ WRT yy Raom ^nr yyr t aft? yyt^d y? 5 ^ fctRray y? at^-^ifcw |y 
i^actqy ^ yyppy ^ 'ij^yiRd ft^yr yyr 1 1 t( yur<f)y yii^Tiyf yfxcR^y ^ gm 

<j5t y^ fcfRiyy y? yo 6778 t f^ fy yiy^ ip f^?ciq»i yyy yyf^ ^¥^ryy y^ yrt^ ip 
ai^difcid w yo 667875 l^yi yyr 1 1 yy^yR, yyyiRtt y>t wrci yc 295370 wn 
yR'iRid Ftcf ti 


(ix). (cp) 2008 cp y'gytB ^ RiytRci FRy? ytyrgcf tp fciy y:^ yyyR 

yyr 1 1 100 yy ytyrFcJ ipy ip fciy nry^ln yyiy yyy gRi ai jHi'^d lyy wity 70 
fcTR/yyi 11 ftaii'!9i9cd8o wy -yry Pi Rra)t wp yfJfycr rraRyp ftwi xfrtfpf 
Ri'PPy FRT yyrfey ic 4 yy i?yT;TR)) giy ^yy vry»#y 60 fejy^/yyi yTTrcr yyi 1 1 


ytn<yPt gry ^yy tp yqyty ip ipt^ ijaiy> yfdHHcp yycytf y^ ■^, FyfPry ice 
yy ywRfr ^ Pyp (MPfl gRT arjyrf^d ^ yyypiT 5 gftRn% fepyr yay 1 1 yo 34 83 yfrr 
f^ea y? gRT '^fPtoRd im iPt F-yr^ ^nyy ^y yrnct yi fcRcWr wy -$ yyy 
w 1 ^ yo 34 96 ylrl fciyy Pi arajyifpTd f^yr yyi ^ 1 

(?4). yrw^T 3 f j ^rnrry yan #TT 2008 7p fe?ii fp^a it P RrartRd sfiTRy-pt cP aifHR ipy 

Tpt 'jy)! WRT yy ^ri: 5 ytri?m aik 1 yferw arjyrfrry Rpyi ycr 1 1 

(y). 2008 cp yrHyaft yFiTRTyl ^ wyy P fpqfRy gTf <P anaiR q? Rrf#y ^ yy 

ar^^yyy RtPif^qj wp f 1 FPM P ’aiyi yp' 2fH cP aiafty yo 4,46 yra y>t 

argy-y cTyryi t\ yg yRp |y 1 % PPftPt giTT PfPy argyry yyfPrcr yf tR 3 nn% f, 
PnM gRT argyr^ %7iyT gy fP?'Py«i P ciTF#fT ysy P gfpykd fy^ir yy 1 1 

(y) wtP) 3Tly%Ty, 1956 Ip aiEpy fPerfRy 47 iP ar^TTR, ?Py yP wra 47 10.34 hRrif 
^^ ygy yy argyry ernyr 1 1 

(f.) 2008 cp fpyrfPM P fPelkcT ufcTyiyiPi cp argTTR, aiRT cyy w yP qyft ctrct ip 5 

yfpTTd FT argypy-d ipy; yrj f 1 


(x). ypkt P yfkTyfnRp P g^FTkicT 47 fpylRfd gaP 47 yRryrry 15 yfrmy argyifp? %yT 1 1 
gy yifeyRR P yy 2009-10 P fP 4 cT fPry unP yi^ yg^y; yiycP P fH' aTr 73 iRp^ -e yfrRrd 
a-Tpchd ^ t yPfP yygyTft P fPry fpRiyr yyR 47 4 f^ P fPry gfpyrfki fpyr yyi It 1 yfcTcfry 
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'T? '!<5)cl2c1 TTO t ^0 376 13 HW 4^P>RT ?1cTT 11 

(xi) . ^ Tf% WRT 3M?7T45cTT ^0 1111.00 cfFJ f ufl% ^ QWT 

efPm ^0 734.87 cfTT^ ^ 16 yf^4 iricT^ W 376.13 cIR4 44 4frS 11 4?^ 474 

t. xyW^ ^ WR ^445) cTrfREjt 4T445 ?TOfT t ^ 74^?! 4^ fcTi; 

f^ratf^ W tl 

(xii) . 2008 ^ V?J54j R7 IiPi^ 7 7^^ 1J4 ^ wff 424 3Rl 01'l1 «I45—4e4j <F>F?f 47 7^ 

f^mkw 41^445 4R^ f I 4? 7^ 3fl7 ^4 0T4f c^ 4000 34 5lfrrf^4 3^7 20 

34 ^TJePJR M 4^ 3 7Rs!4 4^ t4Tcft ^ SRft c^ 2500 34 ^fcrf^ <A y?744 37 
3RcrF 11 7^74% 4 cTT 4I 441 t, ftsioPr^ ^ 34733^ 4frl4t44) 47^ 20 34 SR4" 4ft 

3 413 ^ 441714 i> tM ^ f TUlfe 4? 0T7l4T^ 100 34 4444# 4l |?p717r 44R 1#clff^d 

4>7ft 4) %< 11 ?74^ 317441, 4? 717^ 4R4r 4171 Pi 0 #4 1ftl 4444# ^ ^ 7144 Tj;?" #4 ^ 
447R [4 r M 45 3n4 ^ 4?7cf4 457 74P41 11 fflPl4, fWpl^ ft PltltPcl 4?7d4 37 4ft 
xR^cW cTc# 4ft 47431 3314 45# eft fcl4 3rf4lfcl?l fft54 41# 4ft TTTiTcl 11 

WT ft 4444# STTl y^Pdd 4)1# W 3^741 PlR134 ft^lft # fcl4 ### 4ft %4 44 SIJ#! 
eft 4145^, ### ft 4? 06^ ^ 3lftf§13 sftft fttilft ft 314# 317142J3T 7443 4ft # fft4 45471 
#4-cfr4 ft 44#4 4ft 41# #47# 7141317 34417 47 I ?7lft n34ft eft sftft <ft 7427 4ft 2305-06 ^ 
2009—10 4) #34 73444# 3171 4?P33 0M1I # 4lfft45 2J53 # «4lft ft# # | fftPlR 3P4 ft45 31# 
#ft 4#4ft, 4P#4TT 37#, 317# eft 773ft ft 4?734 # 3ft^ PH4T34 # 47ft ft ## fftrg# 47 4# 
4^ 747 773371 4?P33 37# 4ft R47 sft? ft4753 ## ft## ft #4 3177 4?fft33 #47 74# 37777 
7J3 47]73 333 eft 773>f ^ ft## 3777 347131 457474 44 ftft 31# 3 4F734 ^ f#J #ft# 4ft 
777747 # 3173^ 3 31TE7R 47. 4? ftTT ttjt t #5 36734 pRlT34 737 ffts# 4R 4# 45 #774 24^5 
34 # 4341 34 4frl#4 # ft# PR-Pr 11 

3754 # 3753 # ft 74^ #>4 44 4577 # # 31# 43 # 7ft#5R 374 ^ f# ### 3171 ###3 
ft4153 4ft 4377T4 37 ^7# 31747 #41671 #4 3177 3lf#3 4ft 4^ 11 677 4lPl334 31 471 t f45 
2008 45 fftTTiP## ft fftyft# 43734 37 # 60 4pm3 ^ 47 IfttlR 45747 374173#J5 4# # 
774)37 I 371 P 14 . ?77 4T%e7)37[ ft 7#?! 32-4 45T# sfP 3RI ft3-4c3 457# 45 pTft #TlP## ft 

Pis## 43734 37 Jft 50 4p7?13 ^ 47 fft4R 3741 374173fft3 4# # 7733TI 377#, ^T* 
4lPr334 ft 7#71 3271 t4 31# 3ft7 3141 43 473 37# ^ # fft?lTp## ft P#tP3 33^134 37 # 
50 4lrm3 ^ 4ft 4R41 374 31 ##4 fef4T 11 4# ^f#45#l 417#4 4734 41171 ft W# ^ 
#57141 44^-7 ft) Pr#74 TTftsft 414# ft 3144T41 447 ^ I 

333747, 6^ Pr?#34 ft 7#77' 324 44 45T# # Pl4 6,000 34 4frF#4 3fl7 374 3T# ft) fcR 3750 
34 4plfft4 qft 3i34lfrl3 4FR5 43734 37 47 Pt4R #541 474 11 

64 774|7f#T3 y'rl4N3l 3ft’7 43 gft ft #4 ft) etuft ft5 4000 SR# 37 31j37«l 457# 2008 ft) 

4^ #?!!#?# ft 423 Pisftf# 3ft7 70 4pr713 34#Pl31 4)773 3ft 4^ft4vJl7 774# 717774# 

37# 3»j6 # P717 30 1111.00 4174 3ft .3PJ4lfft3 37#3 77374 3#m 3lf^3 37ft ft) #14 TtURTft e^ 
344ft4 # f#4 37 4# 34 4c3 457# # #14 "W 37.33 4# 34, 7#c7 3ift7 #1 3#t # 43744 

# #14 30 77.80 4# 34 3jft7 374: 45T# 3T# # #14 750 124.55 4# 34 4#4#ld #41 t 

(xiii). 44447ft # ?7#4TR ft) #14 ### 3T7I 3Fg4 #541 441 #444 34^ #4#34 # srjTTR 77?ft#7T 

#541 44T 11 #474 4ft 4# 31^eP44>-l 754 ft 7#P4 4ft 4^ 11 

(xiv). 4#, 2005 # 4^745 #nP#4ft 45T 733 4.3 7T#4 31# # #14 #414# 44Je3 31 Pr##4 #Pr#^ 

45741 11 331 733 4? ftt ###^ 45774 t #5 Tlftft 71#4 451#, 744 4ft4# # 3444 3fR 3cft ftcl, 
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THB GAZETTE OF INDIA:EX TR A0K DINA K Y 


^ 5 f%ecPT 3 ?f ^ tsmicl 'cppff Tf^ 5 PTR <fr^ ^wflicT 

W'ft 4 60 ?ft?7ici ^ -^-n ^rrflT; i 

^ ^ g5T ?^^CH ^ g^Flt ^ urarr^T ^ ^ 3j?Tcrr f^refETcT: 

'farpTcETi cp ;r€Ej ^i^il R^i^cfl TOiil^fr *1^ f^^irr ^ f^fi ^mcr ^ri 

W3>? A f^^::ET^^l im ^ fff^ WfW<JR<JT Cj5t ipiniTF ^ TJfilyT ^ qc^ cpf 
5Rra >jqoi^i 11 

q^FTf -pglgin THT-? -3^ ^?t IPTR r( 5r?[?g) 'PT R?f-.fwr 

^ TR^R 4 (ciREFcfr^) qRT '«<S0 qRqs'i ait/ ?r'a?Rrf 

(1^3TR^) 2005 '<^ ^ ^ ?Tffim f^ 

w 11 am- qrfaEjRR srt Rraff^ ^ czi% qfr ^ cr ??t t, qigop 

ci^ i^ ina2f f I cznw ^ TRfilcI cpT ^fwlfed c3Ff ITO qR^ '^df 

qrf^i 


"EO 1111.00 cii<a TlftJfp <i\Jl'«i 31|c|?^(j>oi HpR^d sfR ippff cRjR c?R^ 

^ ‘El'll c^ UF^'d <E IJrltpRfl # aTEcIT 

3fR fcl^ '-El'l^ ■‘^ y^'Wd ^ ^ TRTifiTjR ^ tZIH ^ RlSllI^ %IJ ^ qff 

^TW 11 ?^. ^Mc?l n 3m ^ it TdqJRfl ^RT y^Rtld fcT^/cT^ qsTft af^ tf^ 
^ ftRT^ <ET few m? ferffer wi d^fe jeriI fejRRft q^ ^ qm cpf m 
mEIT ^ I JEPff ^ WoWd feq q^feRll q5l eiRcTT c^ feRl ^ Tfe^ ^ 31JfTcI 

6fk qr4, 2005 ^ qgc<P fe?nfet?if c^ ^ 4.3 qq 3rj[qim ^ feq, ?t^ qq 
feq fei^Rci qq ^ 60 qfriaici tR felfRcT q^l 11 qanft, ^ qq WR ^cT t fe FF 

q^ q TTqfqfeq fei,’ qy^cw qqfnq coq qf^ cfefq tPl'll c^ feq RtbifRc fenq^ q?Jcq5 qiT Fn 
f^RetqR ^gfeirfer 3.^*i:R!d mRq qi^ q? qqra qgq q^ wiqqi t 

(xv). F^q fclTclqR *1 Rfqt^d 100 qq TimR?t sfei feq fewi q^qq 2008 ^ fe?iTfe^7ii q fejftd 

qFRTd qfJ^qm sm^q mq feiEq qqql qF'fdq ^ Rfem q^ q?.l q i ^ q? 

qqq I fe Ffl qmr q qffefeid yfeiEfef ^ feq qRqf^ip Rrmid fe?r on wfr t. Fnfeq q? 
'•’I'E’ll ^ 1^' fesrqq ^qq q q^feq q^gcqi RiErffei feqr qfiq 1 qqtqtra, 2CC5 tE fq?!'Pr<l?!l 
■ET ?qq 5.9 fe q^?E Et ^fr? feqiqq fee; qV^qiFH 3fR qcrRifiq q Eq ferqq ^ feq 
F^fTREFT qqpT qR^ F^ ^dlKEdl ^ fre^Rj^^ Td^ ^ fet ^TF'! q^t R f e i R?! EW t| 
qqfeq fe^qqq qqqr qq yt-q feqrqq it feq qfenFq sfR m feqm ^ gti T Ri i F q 

qm Efeni 


M€t mr EfeR feq qq qmrq mfer Et^ qrqqqEqi ?iTfeR q^ q?l 11 ^i-lf^ 

ffRf Y'lH^T qRqiq qq fe# <ldiK,Edl Tfqf&d feRt qJ STqiq ^i, qqqqFlt mriFEdl 4) wf E" 

qAqqFq/FqtRTFq qqjRE femr feqlRq eeI feq twRE ?feqE vEtf q^ 1 1 


feqqq Fqfeq qqjcE fem RtFtRq ^ feq qq fe# j ^e^qui 3rmq feM ^ 
qqfeq hihcI q 3('^'HRd qrqn c^ 3nqR q? sfeffiFq/gdlodigq qfeqi ^ rr q^ 

11 5RjcE feqRd E^ E feq qfepferd qrqE qqrREqr w 3rEn'F -fd? qpqr qqr f 1 qq^qR, 
fmm vfew (jrqr sieir ft ^ qlrerFq grq 5 yfri?rq et ^trbr, eR 3ff^ 
erRiF^ «r nl 1000 qq stRie Ft 3fR sitor ^ ^ e^ etri 5 yfrmq et FdtRrrF^, qft sifeq 
Rmqq dcrRm rr q 1000 qq qq Eq 1^, ym eeI gq RratRq feqr nw 11 

tIeM gRi yrnfer q^m# z^ feq few yqR eo 45082 yfe yifr ti Fffe fezxtq, 375c qq 

3Tfeq zEE^ z^ feq Eo 124 56 yR Eq zft Fqq^ ^ ^ aiTdR qq mi ^ zee zEiqt et yF7?ET 
EE^ q5 feq qqqqft few ETR Eo 155689/- yRi qift fedT I fd yiRiEEq iRi ferlRq yfe 
qq EE ERT yqqrfe' q^ stetr qE y^cE eI zjznqr fesr^ ^ EiEdi 1 1 zif pesei: ^ Rprq 
ZERR t 3 Tr ^tfef SRI ^(cTEiRq eetRte EERq Riqq qqqzRlt cf5t qqrq eeI qrqE 
































































































































[MPT 111-^0^4] 


MRP ^ WIR : WMPPI 


^(McT $ STIETR R? §TfT TTfl^Pm 51^ ^ gcPTT ^ 11 3fePT. 

^ SRT y^sirto cT? Met tr? aippto t, ^ Mramatt xr ^ 4tt 

TTMIPMT f Met ^ RtPPRft 4>M P?^'I?M I Tffit ^ STTMT? T'J PitllRcl %MT MMT ^ 

3jk RPTT?M)PT RT7 ^ \5^ §-3M t, fTff^ MRTTTaft 4>t MT4M ^ ^[ferfeeT PR M? ^ 

fcHT 3T^ MRMT BlMI | 

•^Rtt TIPrq, Pnikm MI?T fM ^ TRRTT3Tt MTt RWR ^ c^ oftM 

M5t 4^ ^ RW? ^apn TtR MMTTJ Mt ^ i^ PtcPlfM y^lM 4^^ I ttPI (PMHPT ^ 
c^ M ^ cf5 WPM M'MeTTSn 3^ P^PT I «RTRn MMI t, fe\' »'k' 

MkM 57JC35 ^ j^jt 3ri« ■'ST^ PT 3TPTI% M# 11 3RT; M^t 3>t xT^T? ^fl 

PTRft t ?PI 3^ 3Pr^ pPt'SP ppm 3?IT3T yirmFM/?cftRTT^ MtT #TIR 

3^1 

(xvi). 2005 ^ y?JcP> ft3IT-Pl<J?l 3 3^ Tjtt '^Elrn ^ ftPlRk; MRcTT f | d<5^PK, fp STf&MTpr ^ 

f^PTf^ ^ 3> f^UPTMT Tm 3nt?T MpqfmMM 3>t cTtM ^ #T 33? %T M I 

(xvii). ^ttM ^ Mr PWR?t ^ 3^ ypdifcicl 3?t f I 5PT^ 3^ Tpt cTT^ MR-t ^ f^’ 3ITftT?! ^ 3Ictt 

<5?^ MXellf^a 3?t stt I PTP ^ \Sitec5P %jlRd fcbyi MMT t, $pfc^TJ 3“? 

t ^ 33^ ^ ^ ?Tcil mRmM fM MTR I iltM ^ 3Pl^ RPTIcl RtRM# 

3jt^ 6j8? f^cRT aiWci^e MP ^ tfMRMptt ^ f^Plil! HMR ^ f^lErfpM 3M Pj3 ypuHtd %MT 
api 5PT^ TryVMptt cfe ^ 3lf?pp PiPTy qpPJMpft TTMiM ^ pM. ^ ii ^PTM 

?t^/fM3M ^ 3>P^ ^ 3MPW Ptd ^ P^HIdpui ^ MPT^ ^ OT?^ ^ MPT^ tf MtMM if>I 
MTP^ c^ yrawM iftt ypdiRld f^ f virt Mit ^ MiMct »i oiptM gt pM 11 gPlePi. Mft 
MTM^ t( M€t MPIH ^i ^ nPtcT 3>t 11 Mfl ^3d yPdlM cP P^PclT t 

^ ^ cPim t fip ept^ 3P3 ?T^ PWe^ MerPT rf pppjMPtt ^ yMIcRiti i PlpM f yapen 
eTMcTT t fPT PlMp^ eTTPI ?I^ ^JPTe^ MTMct «KTP14> ^ I 

(xviii). rJcttchlRd Mp M 3iM Sftp fJcttchiRd 'kild^tp? 3Ritftip3R ^ 3PMT ap fl? M^t 5^ 

f^RIPP TIMT^ ^ STcTMT ^ ^ imifn ^ <fP3T^ ^ ?P<tMTd ^ fep; MlMrlTatt 

3tM TIMI^ ^ pa? fifvPPT 3M 20 PPJd 3>PdT 11 gPT MIMd PP MM?} 3R^ PTM3. PPTPTdP 

d'TPtpfnaft/ OTPtPdl wttfPnjTR* ^ glPT 3^ 3>t 33d ct4t PP OTTfal ptl af | 

glcftfif) ^ Vcp MFI? PP PW Ml t ^ ^ 3{dT5 3) ^ ^ pa? Mm MRl ^ 20 sMt 

3tt 3PJ^ 33 5^ ?PT dP? 333 M^f M t 3MTP 3a? Mm PMTPt mf^tef |! I M€t ^ 

Mm uFt^ 4( 3g P-Mp Mr t Rp P^tdM MptrtMPT. ^0 t?tpMpPT PRPT 

ferMs Mtp <tc diM fMr pmp ^ Mimp tp. 3a? Mr^ ^ 20 yf^ dM3M 

33P3TP 1^ cli^Ptd Pj,o3i P3P?t MatPT 3mTt3dT, \tp?t Rarfet ^ 3PJd RPPI dldl P?^ 11 

3F m?&3>Pd FPd^ mPMI dM pR 3# ^td ^ dl^'PTPf mPR ^ ^ PrffR^d 

^ ymm d mrp grp^ 3?^ affM^yd mrp 3P^d IM rnim t fiP M ’JW’ f?Rd 
MgM ti 2005 aflP 2008 ^ y^c3> MRMt MM[PTR pmtPP?t 35? ygpm RiMo 3m?3r^ ^ 
PT5TP3 Mm M3 33 MRi-a^ dP ^ 'gf^mRd Mr Mm t \ 

dmft, PTlMm TTcRTTM MaW MedM glPT mf^n^ Mt ^ MmcTT ^ ^ Mt 3?? Mt Mt 
MTM ^ dddMut P? 3^ PMTP 3PJF 3>P^ 3?? M^ ^ t MTl ?PT MiMpM STP: M^itlRd 

Mt Mm ^ I 3tt TjmRT# ?p ^ mtct 3?? ar^MRf ^ M mipMaft ^ 3a? ^ 

PRM 3>r^ MMIP MPJd 3>P^ 3mr 33?% ^ TRfcm fPT MTMpM 5TPI arjMTM M#' M 
Mm ti 

M% €?t??^ gTd Pifr 3PMm Mm t, MedM ^ 3PMTM MRd 38? |Mm MMR ^i did ^ PTlM 
11 m?MTM 3PMTM ^ 20 3?^ T?d Mfxd 3?? M| t mR %T %-^M 38? if 38? M OTmT 11 
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THE GAZETf'E OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI— $h:, 4] 


ffTTTi rn sisit n ^ yPT? TTtrycr# ^jTFTEr -p^^rRH un?n t ^ qcfr^f 
wr ^ ^ ^ HT^ f^fj^mr cf^cT ctp); 

TTETT tlT%? I ^ SRT cl^ ^>1 Wltorafj gTO CR omfl f fl) T'H 

y (tl'^yui 5RT TTOPT IcH^J WR 'S'lc?) gK( ^RTIcnF ^IcPr—I 

(xix). ^Mpft ^ j? ffi yrf^cb'm gRi ^ ^ ai^fitgT gst c#(T r# fcj cr«[ 3ncR tr w 

5fTirr gRT r-n%T 3000 3rR^ af^ qrft «f5t iRmfcici ^ ?i5t j#r gfl ti 5T[^ 

gclFT ^ ^ WWI^d 3R11R|1,'?1T i|0 [#1^ 3ff^ 

4o 4tW<?V'Hi;F!ifHfR ?F 'm gRR ^ anETR iR RJR Cf>t I c^ jpRTicf TR •!lRTf?R5 

iTRT^ 3fR 3000 3mf^ tRI yWlftcl R XR ^ qRg^ c^ fJ^tlR ^ 

R 1 RPT^ ^ ^ xT^cRT '^'ICJI^ ^ |cRlR-fcPT?f f^RIT W 2R| viM<j'|cWl 3 Tt ^ Slx-Hll^d R R cp)-^ 
3IF1^ ^5^ sf 1 

IT? t % xRvT gR" cTgsf R R Riit'ciy^ R?iiPl??if ^rfi 

3iEfRi ti €Mt€t gRT rfgsf irgcgi y^' ^ ^ 2 ,r.'! ^ 2.17.3 r xjrfg 

3i^yrcP 11 

Rpfx?, T4tcFN gR^ ^ 1% 'HIHMcl: 3Mgl<WI3ft i\ RT gPT^ c|5t Rifcnfl gkf gRT 

JWlfJTcl R R OTtItT g^ xTST^ sft, g? UlISlgRR cf5t R^glf R ^TRPxafg gRgr t sfR 

TgRgf ^ TTjN c^ fH gg«f 3fraR R 3000 SPlRg^ yfel tiT^ g5t R Rg^ ^ R^T< 

^ ggrgf gji ^"Rdi ^ ti uwifcld R git gg^i antiR g^ g^ RRRft g; 

RJTRgt ^ ^ g^ gr^ ^ R? yil^rgRR ^rt ariSRjfrm ^?Ttl^ r ^ Rgr^rag g?r inrif 
grfe cTg5 7^^ g^ 11 g^ ^fRTg ^ R# t % ^ ^ F-J)^ cgcRR R 

gg?F SDR R gRT^ ^ gggr gft y?!^ g5I gfe g gR(fl ^ | 

(XX). ^g^FF'l gRgg FTRI Ri^R) 3R)t%RIg ^ R XJ^gRg gR^ % cp^ 3X^1 gRgR y>tg5 

^RI 5^-^, W<i Xj^ cg<Rf, Rgg ^ ygrf^ fxFx: R t. Rf yifflgrgg ^ 3r^J 

%gT R Ttfp erg ii 3fyR g5t g| 3 )r yRgg gR yl^RT #gT3fli r y?pg> 

giTg I xjfs TTcgg 'pf -RTF ygrgg eTg Rg grggft g?I y^org sfr? rtR gx'^i 

gY'iig’ ^gR ^ g^I Flvty giy gcng ^ aft, dg yegg ft fftftgg fft-gf ?t fxft so ri yrguce 
fftg Rgg ft ftgr ygR g)?^ t fftyx ftftftftt IRT yif^fpg yRgg gRgR ^ I R-x g|xjft gft ift 

gkpx iTg n gtrft^ gTTf z:zjj q:^ gft R1 g?? '<ft 3t^ tyiTeft eft gf^T ft XRgTg glfee Txft 

cftl riR? ftt g^ t gfi 2C05 eft y^ fftgnfftM xft tsts 7 xft arjgR ftftt y^ gftt gft fftfftgfftg 
gRft eft ^efft y^rg’ fftfAgftg eft grgY ft 3nft f 1 

13.1, yfMfftrg-OT, 3flft gy^ gRR ^ gay ggy fftgR-fftRt <ft RgR R, ft? yifsYgRft tjRgxftYg Ticgg Rg eft 
ft^gl RftH ft 3?HJTg-V fftfftg ygR ?ft 3T£ftg STffjftt 5.20 - ?RR fttgTRd fftg fftRlft R Rl ^ fclft ygR ft 91lfftg 
e.nft eft fciy fftigfeffeg aixfflfftg gRgf t:- 


5.20, fftgft ygTcTgft 5 R 7 ■FRcnfftg FRR ftYglRft jftdl ^ gygpT ^ fftpj yftR 
(I). gg^ gRft ^ fpiy: 

aiW ^fftg5 ^ PiNUgg^ 1 ^ifeRTg R y^~^ 


(fttf^ggft) , _ (^0 ft) 



V rv 

tq^ 


9500-10499 

31.72 

19.03 

10500-11499 

33.59 

20.15 

11500-12499 

35.46 

21.28 

12500 

37.33 

22.40 

12501-13500 

39,20 

23.52 

13501-14500 

41.07 

24.64 

■'^soi-isaco 

42.94 

25.76 
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^ ^71% 5?n t 3ii&4>d4 4^ ^ f^. otor ?? 

c:^ ^ fTJFP? 105 fl%?ir 3fk 2^ ?y1R S'fi ^ ^ ^ WIR ^ ^ 

110 s?r I #?T^ ?4TR f^iT -<7 aiFTR ^ Tj 115 yf^ ^ ^ 

4^ sJtl ^t ^5 t4t^ ISSOO ^ 3l1?r45 ^ 4R4f i > l d 4Rn ^ f!^T; ^ 

3 m^ ^jnrpft i f# g^R, 9500 2'4 4 Ri Pr«iicj 4 ^ fc^r; 3 if? 3 ra>cRT 4^ ct^^ttr 3 ngR Ti 

^ cf)'^ 4;T^ n;i 45 ^ ymnft | 

(II). ^ t^: 


(4)). 


3fl7 t^T wff: 

I- \(\ 


dd 4) 

sil^uad 47 fflcf dd I 

(^0 

rv \ 

Tq$tn 

M# 

5C00-6999 

73.91 

44.35 

6000 

77.80 

46.68 

6001-7000 

81.69 

49.01 


ftnjtijt: ol7r1% OTR qvi'qi W f d4tJ'IIcq4> 3r1?l4JfR "4^ qRqfDlcI 4R^ ^ f^, 3ntIR 4? gsR? 

FRfR ^ 4STcR 105 g^JRT ''Rll S4T | 11^ 4)l4M.^frl 7000 TRjf ^ 3#^ 4^7 

4 ^ Tpryr ^ >ff 3 ?W^ yfTnfti 5 # ycpR, 5000 ^ 7^ 

aiftfTJTdP d4^TR antTR 4R ^i qR< | fi> | d qft 75fTq7ft| 


(^). 3Ht: 


3rfl7l0 ?Pl<t> jPd Pt<m«;d 

(jStf^dd^) 

aift^itTHf 47 HfcT dd 

rv \ 

[qq^li 

rv \ «v 

iqqyn 

2750-3749 

11832 

70.99 

3750 

124.55 

74.73 

3751-4750 

130.78 

78.47 


T^TTT^ 'SRR ^ifqr W t WjdTRpp srtEfTpfR ^ qR’iftfid cRf-^ 1^, 31M7 7R ?I?4H 
?7jTR d^if 7^ fciq TldlTR 105 gl^TTc' ddl all I 7J^ ^l4qr^ 4750 ddl ^ 7R 

qft Wd 4R^ 7^ 7il]TTTj)| yqq^ 2750 ddf ^ PwiTd ^ 

3Tf&^rR rfq^'flR STRfR d? 4 cfrM TfR^ ^TJ qR'l Rld 7^ 75mpft | 


fMM: 


(i) . 3fRld d4 3fl\5e^d 7i5t WIT 7^ 4P RlMaT^ t“ 

qTjqJR)) fJRI dl<{t R^/vRTR) 7T^ 7|R WT 

-X 24 

qtcl ^-{^d ^ ^ 51 ^ ddl feTTII R7IT ^ WI 

(ii) . Tppft 7l5t eRT^/75cR^ ^ ^STd ^ Tjd d75 qtd ^ sfRid 7(sJ OITTJdgd 7^ arjHR, elt 

gq/TSdR qq Th-Rit 7i5t Tf^r 7^ q7?R TjqTjtydiai! ^ t^ ^ ^irrit 7>tr ^ Tjq^ tr 
4)1 47Id f^qi TdHT'n I 

(iii) . 7l1^ tjy; TTfUnr# 3i«fg- ^TJcITR^ W^T 4)173 4)R?IT t (fl ^ 7|?3 1^ ailTSd^d I!c[1;‘R3) ^ 

dR Tftd? SRI 7RTT 443 ^ dlRT 7^ 3ITEIR R ftgf% cf?! TinqTfr! 

fS4 dij/f-q 
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(iv) . ^ ^ ^ sffEj^ TPni tr?^ ricp ^ irm^ n, ^ wi^n 

^ cTT^ ^nj/'iclK wft cl^ ^()F} sfet ^ I^’TTI^ 3ik 24 ^ yTT <R^ W1 <1^ 

(v) , yiRyjft TT? ^W'^cT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TflreE TJtiyRlt ^ yrcRr ^ ^ cl^ i clc’ ' ^ ’ffTEc^ 

^', ^cT ^ ^ ^ vRm # wn' cr^ ^ a 5 t ^ -.jiTnTn 1 2 

^ a?? TOtara f^-eiR n fe-ai arrw 1 ijaR:ra'!ft a? 3Tr^ ^ 

f^' cf>t^ w ^ aiEpn I aijy!# asra <E'r^ c^ akn crar^/^sfRi^ awtcFt a M wa^ tfat 

’ffci f^aa if ^ ^ ^a^a) grr unil^id an^ a>t areRd (M 11 

(vi) . af^ rSRR ?la/P^!waa a'^ c^ a>Rw qta aa wnfcROf ur^^ ?t arcr t c^ a4 ^ c^TRaT? 

da 5 at? WTTcRR yvR ijaici^ ^0 1,00,000/- (wj ya? cii^ ^ac?) ^ ^ sRaai ay^ 

aaiyif 1 ^ a^ f%tj a\’ ^i-iay''i aaR ^ ^ t;:^ ^ airo t[^ c^ itr? 

(vii) . afrad 3 i'\jc^i fR fcjara ^ ap^ adP aira aa f^Rta 3 ?f^ ajk arsaaa^ fPiti" 

13 ^2. daa} aa aF^ ^ aaira it t, ara a5t a^ adtPaia ait aRd c^ ^raraa if ^aail 

3i1^Rjw a 5 l cTT^ if 15 f^'i aif RpaPd '$ ara aaicSt fftjft afk 3 aaf c^ ^ | 

13 . 3 . a^ f^anfrM ^ ^ 7.2 siyffR, atai?ef ^ arfeaRa irt a^ a^f&aap 

aa t afr? 1%# vfa^ aaidr IcT^ ^ Rfa^f ^ aara if afrar? a5t a^ a?Rnj4 yfctcrr /%it fc^a aura ^ wpRj 

^a it ciry #ft 1 aajca^ at Tad 73 ^ arj^iR, anaa ami arfepR ajaRa if aR^ atcf tjagaaa: yi fiet 

aRct y? a? ■yPRaa atiar fit? aaifya itat aaiai fidtRa 3tf?af5fR aif ^ fsarar a^ai a^ aR 1 


Tpt araa, cflEa^a 

[feaaa 111 / 4 /i43/oa-3RTt.J 


ar-jcRaw -1 


^ ^RTcT ^ ^)7?Tt4 ^ 100 ^ FTW ^ ^ ^ ^ Mk'^\ ^ WIT 





































































































































inwT ’^1} 

—i 




2976C00 

— 

57tt«5 <nf?n ^ 





2.976 

Ill 

--...- 

inUfT! ■w»m 


TO urait 4 



TO sr^ 4 ] 


(t) idT HTOt 

^ (3C ^ Bf> oe; * ^o 

34.83 P»T7 * 432C 'i?) + 
^ (2 fc»«?< a{4 u?r • 110 

# fift? 7ft • 432C ) 

54,64 


70 fJt<r< an • TO 34.98 ^ 

* 4000 tiV 

1 

97.94 

^ _1 


(«} afh ahnt 


54.15 

rjwk? ??TiB qq 5% 

SVo “ TO 2963.70 HW 

148.19| 




12.82 

inj?ai7 ?r*in ^ 1% 

1% *' ?o 2963.70 ^ 

29.64 


fn) 

1C,34% * ^ 416.58 ^ 

43.C7 

^wrlt .vfcf47ii A tWttrt !f^n»') i 

10 J4% ♦ TO 2963.70 HP3f 

306.45 


(5.) ftf^nn 


4.46 

«»« Tfmr 4 c<Hr4 4 

irn 0*11 a-jiiPWi ftrtf’tn 

TJcT! 4 « 4 

>pn t 

4.46 

_ 


{\j) 3RJ »ira 


20.04 

3J*ja ^ 5% 

5% • TO 2963.70 3Tt3 

148.19 


- iPTR 

1.12 






- 3(R 3PO 

17 42 




1-- 


- ^«ti t«JJ 

1.50 

1 






1 

1 






f-- 

^---- 

189.20 



734.87 

rv 


15% * TO 361.53 ITO 

54.25 

rtJrtftw w 16% 

16% ■ TO 2350.811 

376.13^ 

y 

(iwti 5W1 ‘I? yPwm 


243 44 



1111.00 

VI 

ftRnn yfti 4ifl 

TO 243.44 /540 

45082 




VII 

ftrr- T^r? Oi^ rv ^ 





37.33 

' vnr 





60% • TO 37.33 

22.40 




Taar? ~ 

7dt« aft? 4»i ] 

ara 

I 

jspft CPI-M 4 ^ tiTrf^2n 2ooe * ^ 50% «>'-A t:? im; I/ ‘tm 


6000 

3750 

II 

g>T»»t TT'hn ntt 4/an 

a. ?t I / (24 V<t • 70% vJ«¥4rt! 

357.00 

223 

111 

fMd ai 


4000 

4000 

IV 

a»r<a (m/TPu^J 

II * ni 

1428000 

892000 

V 

4 »>.«. V 4 TO> ^ Htnrt (TO 4) 


1111.00 

1111.00 

V 1 

ftr^TO TUTT hS m J44«ti4!) TO/n» ? 

fl.« V / IV 

77.80 

124.55 

VII 

ftrmn 7»m nfit m TO/n» 4 

* f VI 'fT 60% 

46-68 

74.73 


'{S^ * tAuf 

«Tq4i -ijfeP^qn * 4 arj?m fcosi^ 4^ zi 

9 ^ ?pafm A ?rwi*i# *? 

’ 5 r«T>m 

!rt rf 9M ^ 


24637 

TO 2963.70 HTM 

10.34% 

vi 7 

«4 3 

2657 25 

2350.806B4 

306.45 


306 45 

306.45 

2657 25 


235081 

2044.36 



2350.81 



TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 8th January, 2010 

No. TAMP/22/2007-TPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal 
received from the Tuticorin Port Trust for fixation of tariff for the use of Harbour Mobile Craries as in 

the Order appended hereto. 
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THE GA ZET TE OF INDIA: E XTRAOR DINARY _ [Part III— Sec. 4] 


Tariff Authority tor IVlajor Ports 

Case No. TAMP/22/2007-TPT 


Tuticorin Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 30 day of December 2009) 

This case relates to a proposal received from Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) for fixation 
of hire charges of 80 tome mobile crane operated by M/s.PSTS & Sons Private L mited the 
service providers authorised by the port. 

2 T It was understood from some trade members that private operators have deployed 

mobile harbour cranes at Tuticorin Port and few other ports as well. There was, however, no tariff 
prescribed for such services offered by the authorised service provider in the Scale of Rates of the 
major ports. 

2 2. Clause no. 7.2 of the revised tariff guidelines stipulates that in cases where 

authorisation arrangement granted to senrice providers under section 42(3) of the Major Port 
Trusts, Act 1963 is other than by way of a BOT concession agreement, ceiling rates will be 
prescribed by this Authority based on a proposal from the Port Trust. The rates so fixed for such 
services will be commonly applied at the concerned port without reference to individual service 
provider. The TPT was, therefore, requested to examine the matter and initiate appropriate action 

3 1 In this backdrop, the TPT has filed the proposal for fixation of hire charge of 80 

tonne mobile crane operated by a private operator authorised by the port. The port has pointed 
out that M.'s.PSTS & Sons Private Limited (PSTSSPL) are operating 80 tonne mobile crane inside 
the green gate area of the port based on license issued by the port. They are providing the crane 
for handling its own cargo as well as the cargo handled by other users. 

3.2. The TPT has modified the cost statement furnished to it by the service provider. 

As per the revised cost position, rate per shift works out to be Rs.45,082 per shiT as against 
Rs 1,36,352 per shift (i.e. US$ 3000 per shift) collected by the service provider. 

3 3. The cost calculation submitted by the TPT is tabulated below: 


(in Rs.) 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

I Revised by TPT 
i (cost per annum) 1 

A. 

Fixed Cost 

1 . - - —i 

(')• 

• - 

Depreciation @ 10.34% on cost for Triple shift & PSTS 
adopted 4.75% for single shift. 

4,307,466 

j 

Insurance 

1,281837 

(iii). Rent 

4467412 

(iv). I Security charges 

111,600 j 

(v). T Interest on Term loan 


(Vi) 

Salary & others 

1,742,400 

(Vii). 

Docks safely fee & other expenses 

^ 150,000 


Total (A) 

■_ 8,039,715 

B. 

Variable Cost 


(1)^ 

Diesel & Oil 

54,64,260 


Cost of spares and other maintenance charges 

54.15,576 


Total 

108,79,836 

c. 

Return on Investment @ 15% 

5,424,533 

D. 

Total cost + Return (A+B+C) 

243,44,084 

' E. 

No. of shifts per annum 

540 

F. 

Hire charge per shift (D/E) 

45,082 
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3,4. The TPT has sought approval of the proposed tariff of Rs.45.082/- per shift for hire 

of 80 tonne mobile crane. It has also requested to approve the action of the port in having 
permitted the operator to operate the equipment at the rate of US $ 3000 per shift (i e. 
Rs. 1,36,352/-) pending the approval of the proposed rate by TAMP 

4 , In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal received 
from TPT was forwarded to PSTSSPL and the concerned users/ user associations for their 
comments. The comments received from PSTSSP^ and the concerned users / user associations 
were forwarded to the TPT as feedback information / comments. The TPT has furnished its 
comments on the comments of the users / user associations 

5 . Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the TPT was requested to furnish 
additional information/clarifications on various points vide our letter dated 20 April 2007. The TPT 
has furnished its reply vide letters dated 24 May 2007. A summary of queries raised by us and 
information / clarifications furnished by TPT is tabulated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Queries raised by us j 

Reply furnished by TPT 

(i). 

Explain the reasons for granting authorisation 
of hire charge of mobile crane deployed by 
M/s.PSTS & Sons Private Limited (PSTSSPL) 
at US$ 3000 per shift (l.e. Rs.136352) ; 
pending approval of final rates when as per , 
the own calculation of the port, rate works out 
to be Rs.45081 per shift. 

TAMP is under the impression that the use of 
the crane is* continuous on specified berths 
which is not the case. The crane is used by j 
the firm for its own purposes and is made 
available on casual basis whenever there is a 
specific requirement from the other 
stevedores. 


1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

The rate of US$ 3,000 per shift is being levied | 
by the company from the users of the crane. ] 
The representatives of Tuticorin Stevedores < 
Association (TSA) has accepted the rate vide j 
the minutes of the meeting held on 12 March 
2007 with M/s. PSTSSPL. TSA and 
M/s. Diamond Shipping Agencies. It has 
forwarded a copy of the minutes of the said 
meeting. The rate of US $ 3 000/- is 
continued to be levied subject to the approval 
of TAMP. 

(ii) 

Furnish total cargo handled by this mobile 
crane for the last two years 2005-06 and 
2006-07 and the cargo estimated to be 
handled in the next three years. 

the port does not have details of the total 
cargo handled by the subject mobile crane for 
the past period as the same is newly 
introduced w.e.f. 25 July 2005. The 
information may be obtained from the 
Company. 

(iii). 

Explain the reasons for not adopting the unit 
of levy of this tariff on per tonne basis instead 
per shift basis Examine the possibility of 
proposing the unit of levy on per tonne basis 
or atleast on per hour basis instead of per 
shift basis. 

Normally, the charges for ports’ mobile 
harbour cranes are being levied on per hour 
basis and not in relation to tonnage har^dled. 
Hence, the adoption of tonnage as unit of levy 
is not practicable in such cases of bulk 
handling In the berths. 

(iv). 

Furnish a detailed computation of capacity 
assessment of the crane in terms of number 
of hours of working and throughput following 
the utilisation norms prescribed by the 
Government. 

Detailed computation of capacity assessment 
of the crane in terms of number of hours may 
be obtained from the Company directly as the 
equipment is used both for own purposes and 
by other users occasionally. 

(V). 

If this mobile crane is deployed for ship to 
shore movement of cargo t'-ansfer from /to 
quay and to / from storage yard, then 
concessional tariff at 60% ot the proposed 
tariff level need to be proposed for coastal 
cargo as per our Order No.TAMP/4./Gen!- 
2004 dated 7 January 2005 and amendment 
dated 15 January 2005. 

While the port has the facility of cross- 
subsidising the concessional charges, there is 
no scope for such cross subsidisation in case 
of private equipment deployed by private 
service provider. Therefore, the suggestion is 
not relevant. 
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6 . A joint hearing in this case was held on 13 July 2007 at the Tuticorin Port Trust 

premises. At the joint hearing, TPT. PSTSSPL and the concerned users / user associations have 
made their submissions 

7 1 As decided in the joint hearing, the TPT was requested to initiate action on the 

following points v de our letter dated 20 July 2007: 

(i) . Examine the egal provisions relating to regulating tariff of authorised service 

providers and comment whether this case would fall within the ambit of Section 42 
of the Major Port Trust Act, 1963. 

(ii) . To identify similarly placed cases within its area of operation and propose its plan 

of action. 

7.2. Since the reply furnished by the TPT vide letter dated 20 August 2007 did not 
clarify the issues raised, query was reiterated apart from seeking additional information on the 
following point with reference to its proposal vide our letter dated 22 October 2007: 

(i) It is understood from the comments received from user associations' tnat tne TPT 
in addition to the berth hire charges collects 20% of berth hire as cranage charges 
from the users for use of crane provided by the crane service provider. The TPT in 
its letter dated 21 June 2006 has also confirmed about the collection of such 
charges as revenue share payable to the port. Copy of the Annual License given 
to M/s.PSTS & Sons by the TPT (forwarded by TPT vide fax dated '4 November 
2006) does not mention about collection of any additional charge from the users. 

As per the prevision of the MPT Act, the major ports cannot collect any tariff for 
the services listed under section 42 whether provided by the port dimctly or 
through service providers authorized by the port unless the tariff is approved by 
this Authority. Since "^PT has not provided the crane and the private operator who 
has put up the crane at the concerned berth collects hire charges separateiy from 
the users, it does not appear to be appropriate for the port to levy 20% of berth 
hire charges as canage charge TPT is requested to furnish full justificat on and 
this Authority towards collection of 20% of berth hire as cranage element. 

7.3. The TP''" has vide letters dated 13 December 2007 furnished further clarifications 
on the issue raised in the joint hearing. The submissions made by the TPT in both its letters with 
reference to the points made at the joint hearing are summarised below: 

(i) . Pdvate operator of equipment are allowed to ply and operate inside the port area 

based on the license granted by the port as per the Scale of Rates (SOR) 
approved by this Authority under charges for miscellaneous items of services 
(license ^ee for entry of vehicles). 

The Authority may ike to take a decision in this respect considering the practical 
situation expressed at the time of joint hearing viz. usage of equipment by owners 
themselves, and also tne usage of equipment by others in a limited way which is 
unpredictable. In this connection, it is also requested to refer to its comments on 
the comments of the users. 

(ii) . With reference to the point raised as to whether the subject case falls within the 

ambit of Section 42 of MPT Act, 1963, it has submitted that the subject case has 
been referred by the Authority with the request to initiate appropriate action for 
submission of proposals in respect of authorised service providers. When sought 
clarification as to the application of above provision to all service providers, the 
Authority has clarified that regulation of rates for each individual service provider 
need not be done but as a whole for a port without reference to individual service 
provides. 

(iii) . It has submitted that the said equipment of SOT mobile crane is the only 

equipment authorised by the TPT for providing service in the port and hence as 
per the direction ot the Authority a separate proposal has been submitted. 
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(iv). In respect of similar other cases, por. has collected details from the authorised 
service providers, which are unde*" examination in the light of the TAMP directions 
It would submit proposal for proposing charges for the port as a whole in due 
course of time. 

(V). The TPT has clarified that collection of 20% of berth hire as cranage charges for 
use of the crane by authorised service provider is not in vogue. Actually, the 
rebate inbuilt in the berth hire is towards provision of wharf crane charges in crane 
berths ofVOCI. II, III and IV. 

The cranage charge inbuilt in the berth hire charges is only for the supply of whar* 
crane (excluding grabs). The same does not cover provision for other cranes. 
Hence, the issue o^ collection of 20% of berth hire charges as cranage does not 
arise. However, based on agreement with the Tuticorin Stevedores Association, 
M/s.PSTS and Sons and M/s.Diamcnd Shipping Agencies, license fee for the 
equipment equivalent to the 20% of the berth hire is being collected either from 
the owner or the user as the case may be which is in line with TAMP Guidelines 
para 2.17.4. The provision of 20% of the berth hire charges as revenue share is a 
different issue, emanating from Government guidelines to adopt the revenue 
share model in respect o^ authorised service providers. This is not included in the 
annual license formats as the same is a new phenomena 

8.1 With reference to the TPT’s reply dated 20 April 2007 to our queries raised earlier, 

the TPT has expressed its inability to furnish the details of actual / estimates of cargo handled by 
the services provider on the p’-etext that it does net have the requisite information. It has 
requested to obtain the requ site in^'ormation directly from the operator In this regard, it was 
clearly brought out that it is for the TPT to file a proposal and hence port was again advised to 
collect the necessary information from any relevant source and submit thereon. The information / 
clarifications sought from the TPT are: 


(i). Year-wise traffic bandied, income earned and expenditure incurred by the service 
provider for operating 80 tonne mobile crane at the port wharves from the date of 
its operation i e. from July 2005 till 31 December 2007 along with estimates for the 
next three months (i.e January to March 2008) duly certified by their Chartered 
Accountant. 


(ii) . Cargo estimated to be handled using 80 tonne mobile crane during the next three 

years i.e. 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11. 

(iii) . A copy of the minutes of the meeting held on 12 March 2007 between Tuticorin 

Stevedores Association. M/s,PSTS & Sons Private Limited and M/s.Diamond 
Shipping Agencies. 

8.2. The port vide its letter dated 19 May 2009 has enclosed a copy of the letter dated 

12 May 2009 received from the service provider - M/s.PSTS Logistics Private Limited, furnishing 
details of the shifts handled and revenue earned in the previous years from 2005-2006 to 2008- 
2009 and the projections for the years 2009-10 and 2010-2011 


9 .1. Since the reply furnished by the TPT was not relevant to the information sought by 
us, it was emphasised that nature and the quantum of traffic handled at the berths where the 80 
tonne mobile cranes supplied by the service provider would be relevant for fixation of hire charge 
for the crane. The TPT was, therefore, once again requested vide our letter dated 5 June 2009 to 
furnish details of traffic handled at berths where harbour mobile crane service is provided with 
breakup of cargo mix 

9.2. The TPT vide letter dated 18 June 2009 has provided nature and quantum of 
cargo handled during the years 2C06-C7 to 2008-09 as furnished by the service provider. 

10.1. This Authority decided to seek further additional information / clarifications from 

the TPT. Accordingly, the TPT was vide our letter dated 29 October 2009 requested to furnish the 
annual throughput of cargo handled by the HMC since its commissioning along with breakup of the 
commodities and cargo-wise performance level achieved by the HMC. 
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10-2. The TPT vide letter dated 23 November 2009 has furnished details of annual 

throughput of cargo hand'ed by the HMC during the years 2005-06 to 2009-10 (upto 17 November 
2009) along with the breakup of commodities handled on tonnage basis as forwarded by the 
service provider. Stating that the crane is utilised only intermittently and not on continuous basis, 
the port has expressed its inability to furnish the performance levels achieved by the HMC iri 
handling each categories of cargo. 


11 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 

the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website httpT/tar'ffauthoritv.aov.in . 

12. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges 

(i) . The Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) has granted license to a private crane operator for 

operating Harbour Mobile Crane inside the green gate area of the port. The crane 
is reportedly deployed by a private crane operator for hand ing its own cargo as 
well as the cargo handled by other users. 

(ii) . Section 42(4) of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 read with Section 48 requires this 

Authority to notify the rates in respect of identified services provided by persons 
authorised under Section 42(3) of the MPT Act. In cases where the authorization 
arrangement under Section 42(3) is other than by way of a BOT Concession 
Agreement Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires this 
Authority to fix ceiling rates for such services to be applied commonly at the 
concerned ports without reference to the individual service provider. The TPT has 
not categorically stated that the authorisation granted to the service provider to 
operate mobile harbour crane in the port is under Section 42(3) of Major Pod 
Trusts Act. 1963 other than by way of the BOT arrangement. But, provision of 
cranage facility is one of the services listed under Section 42 of the MP”^ Act and. 
therefore, the tariff for providing cranage facility needs to be regulated by this 
Authority, This position will not undergo a change whether the port itself provides 
this service or permits a private operator to do so. Since the said service is one of 
services identTied under Section 42 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963, the tariff 
for providing such service is to be regulated by this Authority. This case is, 
therefore, taken up for prescription of ceiling rates for the cranage service 
following Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005. 

(iii) . Despite a specific advice rendered to the port explaining the correct position that 

the rates for services offered by an authorised service provider will be commonly 
applied at the concerned port without reference to individual service provider, the 
cost analysis furnished by the port to support the proposed rate is reportedly 
based on the details furnished by the existing service provider authorised by the 
port. 

■^here has been considerable delay on the port’s side in furnishing the information 
sought by this Authority. It took considerable time and regular reminding to obtain 
necessary clarifications and additional information from the port. Under the tariff 
guidelines, it is the obligation of the port to file proposal in cases like the one 
uncer consideration and to enforce the ceiling rates fixed by this Authority. The 
port at one stage has gone to the extent of advising this Authority to collect 
necessa’-y details directly from a service provider operating at the port The 
exexise is not for fixing tariff for the services provided by any individual operator 
but to set a ceiling rate for the identified port service offered at the Tuticorin Port. 
The details finally furnished by the port are also based on the information it 
obtained from the service provider without any independent examination 

(iv) The ’■PT has proposed hire charge for an 80 tonne harbour mobile crane operated 
by M/'s.PSTSSPL. Tariff Guidelines of 2005, require prescription of ceiling rate for 
the port as a whole which is to be applied commonly for identical services / 
facilities provided by any service provider authorised by the Major Port Trust 
without reference to any individual service provider. 
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Given the above mandate, it is not possible to prescribe rate solely based on the 
cost and investment of a particular operator as the revenue model so derived may 
not necessarily fit in case of another service provider offering the same services 
It Is, therefore, found appropriate to arrive at the ceiling rate based on standard 
capacity and normative cost of operating mobile harbour crane. 

(v) . In Paradip Port Trust (PPT) ever though HMC with different capacities are 

deployed by various crane service providers authorised by the port, for the 
purpose of fixation of hire charge of HMC, the PPT has formulated its proposal 
based on certain assumed norms and parameters for HMC of 100 tonnes 
capacity. 

Even at the TPT, possibility of induction of additional cranes in future cannot be 
ruled out. This Authority, therefore decides to prescribe hire charge on normative 
basis for a 100 tonnes capacity HMC and link the tariff to the performance of the 
crane. Linking of tariff with performance will to a great extent take care of the 
Interest of users and the service provider even when the actual capacity of the 
crane deployed varies within a range from the standard HMC considered in this 
exercise. 

(vi) . It Is to be noted that from the user’s point of view, that the duration of deployment 

of the crane for loading / unloading operations may not be much relevant. The 
tariff should correlate to the tangible output i.e. cargo handled. The port was, 
therefore, advised to propose tariff on tonnage basis instead of shift basis "he 
TPT has not acceded to our advice citing that the charges for ports' mobile 
harbour cranes are being levied on per hour basis and not In relation to tonnage 
handled. It has also not assessed the capacity of the cranes In tonnage basis. It 
\$ admitted the existing Scale of Rates of some of the major ports including TPT 
prescribe hire charge of crane in relation to time. This may be because such rates 
were mainly for misce'laneous services and also due to the fact that there were no 
norms then evolved for arriving at the crane capacity with reference to the 
productivity of c^'anes. 

Since the ceiling rates for operating a HMC is to be prescribed without reference 
to individual operators, the tariff arrived must be based on certain norms and 
parameters. Clause 2.4.1. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 also calls for 
attempts to evolve normative cost of each component of port operations. Since 
separate set of norms under Clause 2 4.1. of 2005 tariff guidelines are not 
evolved, it is found appropriate to adopt the norms prescribed in the tariff 
guidelines of 2008 for determining the hire charge based on standard cost of 
operating a ha^'bour mobile crane. The fixation of tariff based on normative 
approach linked to performance would also encourage service providers to bring 
efficiency in operations and protects the users from inefficient operations 

(vli). The tariff guidelines of 2C08 for upfront tariff fixation prescribe the handling norms/ 
guidelines for dedicated fac llties such as coal, iron ore and container handling. 
Apart from that, guidelines / handling norms are prescribed for multipurpose cargo 
terminal covering dry bu k cargo and break bulk cargo which are found relevant in 
this case based on cargo profile handled by the crane m the past few years. The 
information furnished in this proceeding reveal that though granite Is the mam 
cargo handled by the existing HMC at TPT, other cargo such as project cargo, 
machinery, urea, MCP, rock phosphate, etc. are also handled by HMC during the 
years 2006-07 to 2008-09. Similar cargo items are expected to be handled in 
future. Despite specific request, the TPT has not furnished the exact cargo share 
likely to be handled by the harbour mobile crane. No meaningful analysis of cargo 
mix can be drawn from the list of cargo items furnished by the TPT as the unit of 
cargo handled is not uniform. 

In the absence of availability of information on the share of capacity allocable to 
different cargo, the standard capacity of crane is arnved separately for cargo 
groups i.e. dry bulk cargo and the bf'eak bulk cargo with reference to the handling 
norms prescribed for respective cargo groups In the guidelines of 2008. For this 
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purpose, number of working hours per annum is considered at 4000 based on 
normative level of working hours prescribed in the 2008 guidelines for estimating 
the power / fuel cost for loading / unloading equipment deployed at multipurpose 
cai'go berth 


The tariT guidelines of 2008 prescribe a norm for cargo handling at multipurpose 
berth at a rate cf 10,000 tonnes per day for dry bulk cargo comprising food grains 
& fertilizer and coal limestone, minerals etc., The output norm of 10000 tonnes 
per day prescribed in, the tariff guidelines of 2008 is with reference to operation of 
3 numbers of wharf cranes of 20 tonne capacity each. Since the exercise is to 
prescribe hire charges for the HMC of 100 tonne capacity, the norm prescribed in 
the 2008 gu delines for the per day handling rate needs to be ad.usted suitably. 
Considering the higher handling capacity of HMC as compared to the aggregate 
capacity of the wharf cranes prescribed in the 2008 guidelines, in the absence of 
any other norms available, it is reasonable to reckon a 25% increase over the 
handling'rate of 10000 tonnes per day prescribed for operation of 3 numbers of 20 
Tonne ELL cranes. Similar approach is followed in the case relating to fixation of 
hire charge o^ HMC at Paradip Port Trust. It is notable that the one the th.ree 
cranes operated in the port of Paradip which is reportedly 100 tonnes capacity has 
performed in the range of 11319 tonnes to 12451 tonnes per day 

(viii). The capital cost of the 100 tonne HMC with two grabs estimated by the Parad p 
Port Trust for fixation of hire charge of HMC is Rs.3007.74 lakhs ncluding freight 
and duties. The estimated capital cost is substantiated wth the budgetary 
quotations obtained by the PPT. Capital cost as estimated by the PP^ is relied 
upon and consiae'-ed for the purpose of this analysis subject to updating the 
exchange rate with the prevailing rate. The exchange rate applied by the PPT for 
conversion of the budgetary quotations in Euro is Rs.67.78 which is updated to 
Rs 66.7875 to reflect the exchange rate prevailing at the time of analysis of this 
case. The capital cost of HMC accordingly works out to Rs.2963.7C lakhs. 


(ix). (a) There is no explicit fuel consumption norm for a harbour mobile crane 

prescribed n the tariff guidelines of 2008. Fuel consumption estimated by 
the Paradip Port Trust for a 100 tonne mobile crane is 70 litres / hour. 
The fuel consumption by a 104 tonne HMC operated by the Vizag Seaport 
Private ;.imited a private bulk terminal operator in Visakhapatnam Port 
Trust is indicated at 60 litres / hour. 


Since no separate norms for consumption of fuel by HMC is available, ^uel 
consumption estimated by PPT for a 100 tonne HMC is considered The 
unit cost of fuel considered by the TPT at Rs 34.83 per litre is updated to 
Rs.34.98 per litre prevailing at the time of analysing this case. 

(b) . The repai’'s and maintenance cost and insurance are estimated at 5% 

and 1% respectively of capital cost of crane as per the norms prescribed 
in the guidelines of 2008. 

(c) . The guidelines of 2008 stipulate estimation of license fee based on the 

rates prescnbed in the Scale of Rates of the respective Major Ports The 
TPT has estimated rent at Rs.4.46 lakhs under the head ‘Other items 
Presuming that the estimates furnished by the TPT are based on the 
prevailing rates, the rent estimated by the TPT is considered as icense 
fee in this araiysis 

(d) . Depreciation is estimated at 10.34% on the capital cost of the crane as 

per the rate prescribed under the Companies Act 1956. 

(e) . Other expenses are estimated at 5% of the capital cost o'^ crane as per 

tne norms prescribed in the guidelines of 2008. 

(x). The “^PT has estimated return on capital employed at 15% on the depreciated 
value 0 ^ assets. This Authority has adopted the ROCE at 16% for the tariff cases 
to be decided in the year 2009-10 which is considered for arriving at the hire 
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(xi). 

charge for HMC Return is allowed on the average written down value of assets 
for three years period for which tariff it to be fixed which works out to Rs.376 13 
lakhs. 

The total estimated annual revenue requirement of operating HMC is Rs.1111.00 
lakhs which is aggregate of operating cost of crane Rs.734.87 lakhs plus 16% 
return Rs.376.13 lakhs. As stated earlier, hire charge for HMC is arrived for broad 
cargo groups with reference to their respective standard capacity. 

(xii). 

The tariff guidelines of 2008 prescribe norms also for fixation of rate for break-bu k 
cargo like steel & bagged cargo and other cargo. It prescribes handling rate of 

4000 tonnes per day for steel & bagged cargo and 2500 tonnes per day for ethers 
with the deployment of 3 numbers of 20 tonne ELL cranes. As stated earlier, the 
output norms prescribea in the guidel nes are with reference to operation of 3 
numbers of wharf cranes of 20 tonne capacity each whereas the exercise is to 
prescribe hire charge for a 100 tonne HMC. Further, it may be relevant to mention 
that HMC may handle other cargo without grabs not being fitted to the crane. 

Hence the handling rate prescribed in the guidelines need to be updated to 
recognise the above elements. 

Despite several request made to the TPT to furnish the average performance of 
cargo handed by the HMC at the port, the TPT has expressed its expressed its 
inability to furnish the requisite details stating that the crane is utilised only 
intermittently and not on continuous basis. It has furnished details of annua! 
throughput of cargo handled by the HMC during the years 2005-06 to 2009-10 
along with the breakup o^ commodities. No conclusion could be drawn about the 
average performance of handling with reference to various other break cargo such 
as machinery, project cargo, etc., Based on the data of quantum of cargo handled 
ahd the number of shifts for handling such cargo provided by the TPT with 
reference to granite which is one of the main commodity handled by the crane at 
the TPT, it is observed the handling performance level varies in the range from 

2475 tonnes per day to 4341 tonnes per day during the last four years. 

For the reasons explained n the preceding paragraph and also recognising that 
the handling rate of granite reported by TPT is achieved by a second hard 
harbour mobile crane, this Authority is of the view that considering 50% increase 
over the handling rate prescribed in the 2008 guidelines may not be unrealistic. 

This Authority, therefore, decides to reckon a 50% increase over the handling rate 
prescribed in the guidelines for steel and bagged cargo and other break bulk 
cargo. Simila’’ approach is followed in the case relating the fixation of hire charge 
of HMC at Paradip Port Trust. 

Accordingly, updated normative handling rate of 6,000 tonnes per day for steel 
and bagged cargo, and 3750 tonnes per day for other cargo are considered in this 
analysis. 

Following these aajusted norms and 4000 hours of working of the crane in a year, 
as prescribed in the tariff guidelines of 2008 and keeping in view 70% utilization 
factor, the rate per tonne for use of the HMC works out to Rs.37.33 per tonne for 
dry bulk cargo, Rs.77.80 per tonne for handling steel & bagged cargo and 
Rs.124.56 per tonne for other cargo to achieve the estimated annual revenuer 
requirement of Rs. 1111.00 lakhs for the respective cargo group. 

(xiii). 

The statement submitted by the TPT for use of HMC has been modified in line 
with the above analysis A copy of the statement is attached as Annex -1. 

(xiv). 

Clause 4 3. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 stipulates prescription of 
concessional tariff for coastal cargo. The said clause further stipulates that the 
cargo related charges for all coastal cargo, other than thermal coal anc ROL 
including crude oil, iron ore and iron ore pellets should not exceed 60% of the 
normal cargo related charges. 
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The TPT has not proposed concessional tariff for coastal cargo for ship to shore 
transfer of cargo or vice versa using the HMC on the grounds that private 
equipment deployed by private service provider do not have scope of cross 
subsidizing the concessional charge, the facility which is otherwise available to 
the port. 

Prescription of concessional tariff on coastal cargo / container / vessels in cargo 
related charge and vessel related charge is a policy directions issued by the (then) 
Ministry of Shipping, Road Transport and Highways (MSRTH) in the Central 
Government to this Authority which is also incorporated in the tariff guidelines of 
2005 ""he rates prescribed by this Authority are, therefore, bound to reflect the 
policy decision imespective of the person who is going to charge such rate The 
objective is the concerned section of trade should get the stated benefit 

The estimated annual revenue requirement of Rs.1111.00 lakhs will have to be 
realized from foreign and coastal cargo handled. That being so, the concessional 
rate requ res to be determined taking into consideration the share of the estimated 
capacity of the HMC for handling coastal cargo and suitable adjustment in the rate 
for handling foreign cargo. The TPT has, however, not furnished break up foreign' 
coastal cargo handled by the HMC at its port so as to recognise the impact of 
concessional tariff applicable to coastal cargo while fixing the hire charge of c^ane. 
In the absence of information relating to the share of the capacity of the HMC to 
handle coasta’ cargo and to comply with Clause 4 3. of the tariff guidelines of 
March 2005, coasta' rate is prescribed at 60% of the rate prescribed for normal 
cargo. It is, however, open for TPT to come up with a suitable proposal for 
adjustment in rates if concessional tariff prescribed for coastal cargo is likely have 
s gnificant impact on the estimated revenue model considered in th's analysis. 

(xv). The hire charge for 100 tonne HMC crane arrived in this analysis is with reference 
to the performance for handling different cargo groups adopting the handling 
norms prescribea in the guidelines of 2008. As it is possible to have actual 
performance varyng from the standards assumed in this calculation, it is 
necessary tc prescribe tariff linked to performance levels. Incidentally, Clause 5.9. 
of the tar ff guidelines of 2005 also recommends linking tariff to the benchmark 
levels of productivity, providing incentive for better performance and disincentive 
for performance below the benchmark levels. The performance linked tariff will 
provide for incentive to the service provider for high performance and disincentive 
for underperformance. 

fhe proposal filed by the TPT does not contain any productivity linked tariff. In the 
absence of any productivity related details made available by the TPT, it is not 
possible to evolve a scientific formula for prescribing an incentive / disincentive 
tariff scheme with reference the productivity of HMC, 

In the absence of any analysis furnished for determining performance linked tariff 
scheme, an incentive / disincentive scheme based on the model followed in the 
case relating to the PPT is made applicable in this case also. The standard 
productiv ty level assumed for arriving at the tariff is treated as the base level 
Accordingly, the performance linked tariff structure is prescribed providing for a 
reward of 5% by way of increment in the base rate if the performance achieved is 
1000 tonnes higher than the benchmark level and a disincentive by way of 
reduction in the base rate by 5% if performance achieved is 1000 tonnes lower 
than the benchmark 

The hire charge for HMC proposed by the TPT is Rs.45082 per shift. As against 
this, the hire charge for HMC for handling other break bulk cargo based on the unit 
rate of Rs.124.55 per tonne for achieving 3750 tonnes in a day will be Rs.155689/- 
per shift, "^he per tonne rate fixed by this Authority may appear to be higher than 
the tariff on shift basis proposed by the TPT. This is mainly because the capital 
cost and the relevant operating cost considered by the TPT are very low as 
compared to the tariff fixed by this Authority based on standard cost of providing 
the service of HMC. Further, it has to be recognised that at the rate proposed by 
the TPT on shift basis, users are likely to be burdened for the full shift rate even 'f 
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the HMC underperforms But, since the tariff Is prescribed on per tonne basis and 
linked to productivity level, users will pay for the output at the stated level of 
performance. 

At the same time, the performance linked tariff will encourage private service 
providers to maintain higher efficiency level in order to enhance his returns due to 
higher rates prescribed. Such efficiency Improvement will also be benefit users 
due to faster turn around of vessel. As stated earlier, the slabs for performance 
linked tariff introduced are not based on any well analysed data The TPT is, 
therefore, advised to formulate a more scientific incentive / disincentive scheme at 
the time of the next tariff review of this item 

(xvi). The tariff guidelines of 2005 stipulate a tariff validity cycle of 3 years. Accordingly, 
the hire charge for crane fixed by this Authority will be valid for three years from 
the date of Implementation of the Order. 

(xvii). The TPT has only proposed rates for HMC. It has not proposed any conditions 
governing application of rates Since the tariff is fixed linked to productivity level, it 
Is necessary to define the conditions in order to avoid ambiguity. The PPT has in 
its proposal for fixation of hire charge of HMC proposed formula for arriving at the 
average berth day output of HMC. It has also proposed provisions to measure 
performance in case of breakdown of HMC for more than an hour, stoppage of 
operations of HMC, penalty in case of shifting of vessel on account of breakdown / 
non-performance of vessel, etc., which may be relevant in the case of TPT. 
Hence, the conditionalities prescribed in the PPT case are incorporated in the TPT 
case also. The TPT may come up with a suitable proposal if It finds any other 
conditions are relevant to the operations of HMC in its port or finds the conditions 
prescribed by this Authority are not relevant in Its case. 

(xviii). The Tuticorin Chamber of Commerce and Industry and Tuticorin Stevedores 
Association have pointed out that the TPT in addition to the berth hire charges 
collects 20% of berth hire as cranage charges from the users for use of crane 
provided by the crane service provider. While processing the case, most of the 
users / user associations have objected said the levy collected by the TPT. 

Whilst the TPT at one place has clarified that the Issue of collection of 20% of 
berth hire charges as cranage does not arise as cranage charge is inbuilt in the 
berth hire charges The TPT at other place also admits that that based on 
agreement with the Tuticorin Stevedores Association, M/s.PSTS and Sons Private 
Limited and M/s. Diamond Shipping Agencies, license fee for the equipment 
equivalent to the 20% of the berth nire is being collected either from the owner or 
the user as the case may be. 

This Authority would not like to intervene if any additional charge is collected by 
the port from the authorised service provider as a part of the licencing 
arrangement between them as such payment is akin to revenue share. Revenue 
share item is not considered as pass through in the tariff fixation exercise of HMC 
as per the tariff guidelines of 2005 and 2008. 

However, statutory provision does not allow either the TPT or any service provider 
authorised by the port to collect any charge from users under any name which has 
not been approved by this Authority. The TPT should refrain from collecting any 
charge linked to berth hire from the users for permitting use of HMC as no such 
tariff is approved by this Authority. 

As correctly stated by the TPT, the berth hire charge prescribed in the Scale of 
Rates of the port is inclusive of wharf crane. A rebate of 20% is prescribed in the 
existing Scale of Rates if a vessel is berthed in a non-crane berth. Since the HMC 
is provided by a service provider at berths where port has not deployed its own 
wharf crane, berth hire applicable for non-crane berth should only be applied by 
the port. If crane deployed by service provider is hired by users, then, the charges 
for use of HMC prescribed by this Authority will be payable by them separately to 
the operator. 












26 


_T IIE GAZETTE OF IN D IA : EXT RAORDINARY [Part III_ Sec. 4] 

(xlx). The TPT in its proposal has sought approval of the proposed rate of US$3000 per 
shift levied by the service provider on an adhoc basis pending the approval of the 
rate by this Authority. It has stated that the proposed rate was levied based on the 
agreement with Tuticorin Stevedores Association, M/s. Diamond Shipping 
Agencies and service provider M/s. PSTSSPL. The proposal of the TP^ was 
taken on consultation with the relevant stake holders and the joint hearing 
convened in this case was to hear the views of the stake holders on the proposed 
rate of US$3000 per shift. Users have not raised any pointed objection on the rate 
proposed. 

It is notab'e that implementation of adhoc rate by the port is subject to certain 
conditions prescribed in the tariff guidelines. The adhoc tariff authorised by the 
TPT is not ^ully in compliance with clause 2.17.1. to 2.17.3. of the tariff guidelines. 

However, recognising that generally the users have not raised pointed objection 
on the rate proposed by the TPT during the proceedings of this case this 
Autho.nty ratifies the action of the TPT and recognizes the measure of TPT to 
implement the rate of USS 3000 per shift on ad-hoc basis for use of the HMC. 

The levy of proposed rate on ad-hoc basis is allowed from the date of 
commencement of operations of HMC at TPT till the effective date of the 
implementation of the revised rate notified by this Authority. The TPT is advised 
to refrain in future from implementing any tariff arrangement on adhoc basis which 
is not in conformity to the tariff guidelines. 

(xx). Tuticorin Custom House Agent’s Association citing that there are number of other 
equipment such as fork lifts trucks, cranes, front end loaders, etc , being operated 
in the port area has requested this Authority to also regulate tariff of other handling 
and transport services offered in the port area. When specifically advised the port 
to identify similarly placed cases within its area of operation and propose its plan 
of action, the port has submitted that the SOT mobile crane Is the only equipment 
authorised by the TPT for providing service in the port. As agreed by the TPT 
subsequently during the proceeding of this case, the port is advised to file 
proposal In respect of similar other cases which fall under ambit of tari^ regulation 
to regulate such tariff items in terms of clause 7 of the 2005 tariff guidelines. 

13.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following to be Inserted in Schecule 5.20. - 
Charges for hire of Harbour Mobile Crane under Chapter - V Miscellaneous Charges in the 
existing Scale of Rates of the Tuticorin Port Trust: 

"5.20. Charges for use of Harbour Mobile Cranes installed by the private operators: 

(I). For Dry Bu k Cargo 


' Average daily crane performance 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs.) 

(in Metric Tonne) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

950^-10499 

31.72 

19.03"" 

10500-11499 

33.59 

20.15 

11500-12499 

35.46 

21.28 

12500 

37.33 

22.40 ’’ 

12501-1350C 

39.20 

23.5'2 i 

135C1-14500 

_ 41.07 

24 64 

14501 - 15500 

' 42:94 

25:76 


Note To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was 
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes and for the 2'""^ thousand tonnes the 
rate was enhanced to 110% of the base rate. The rate for third thousand tonnes 
was arrived by enhancing the base rate by 115%. The same methodology shall 
also be adopted to calculate the rate beyond 15500 tonnes. Likewise, ceiling 
rates for performance below 9500 tonnes shall be calculated by reducing the base 
rate accoraingly. 
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Notes 

(i) . 

(ii) . 

(Hi) 

(iv) . 

(v) . 

(Vi). 


(II) For Break-bulk cargo: 

(A). Steel and Bagged Cargo 


Average daily crane 

performance (in Metric tonne) 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

5000-5999 

73.91 

44.35 

6000 

77.80 

46.68 

600"-7000 

81.69 49-01 


Note To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was 
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes. The same methodology shall also be 
adopted to calculate the rate beyond 7000 tonnes. Likewise, ceiling rates for 
performance below 5000 tonnes shall be calculated by reducing the base rate 
accordingly. 

(B). Others 


Average daily crane 

performance (in Metric tonne) 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

2750-3749 

118.32 

70.99 

3750 

124.55 

74.73 

3751-4750 

1 130.78 ' 

78.47 


Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the base rate was 
enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes The same methodology shall also be 
adopted to calculate the rate beyond 4750 tonnes. Likewise, ceiling rates for 
performance below 2750 tonnes shall be calculated by reducing the base rate 
accordingly. 


The formula for calculation of average berth-day out put is as follows. 

Total Quantity loaded / unloaded by the HMC 

_ X 24 hours 

Total time taken from vessel commencement to completion 

According to the average berth-day output for the vessel from commencement to 
completion of loading / discharge of cargo, the appropriate rate of crane hire charge will be 
chosen for recovery from port users *or the full quantity of cargo loaded / discharged. 

If one HMC works with another HMC or ELL crane/s, the Berth-day output for the crane 
will be ascertained on the basis of the quantity as recorded by the HMC’s load meter. 

In case of breakdown of the crane for more than one hour till the vessel leaves the berth, 
the quantity handled by HMC will be determined taking into account cargo loaded / 
discharged prior to break-down divided by crane working hours and multiplied by 24. 

In case of stoppages of operation of HMC for more than two hours at a stretch for reasons 
not attributable to the HMC, appropriate allowance will be allowed to the crane while 
calculating the total time of crane operation in the vessel. Stoppages of HMC for less than 
2 hours will not be taken into consideration for the above purpose. No allowance will be 
allowed for stoppages attnbutable to the HMC. All stoppages in loading / unloading 
operations during working of HMC are required to be certified by the .Stevedore of the 
vessel in the daily vessel performance report. 

In case shifting of a vessel becomes necessary due to breakdown / non-performance of 
HMC, the shifting charges of the vessel from berth to anchorage will be recovered from the 
crane operator in addition to a penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees one lakh only). The 
shifting charges so recovered will be refunded to the vessel's agent while the penalty will 
be retained by the port 
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(vii) In case of dispute on the average output, the decision of the port trust will be final and 
binding.” 

13.2. Since the adhoc rate is already in operation, the ceiling rates fixed now will come 

into effect after expiry of 15 days from the date of its notification in the Gazette of India and shall 
remain valid for 3 years. 

13 3. As per clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines, the rate approved by this Authority for 

Harbour Mobile Crane is a ceiling rate and will apply commonly at the port for identical facility / 
service offered at the port without reference to any particular service provider. As per clause 7.3. 
of the tariff guidelines the Port Trust may ensure, by suitably including a necessary condition in 
the authorisation arrangement that the authorised service providers do not charge more than the 
prescribed ceiling rates. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT lll/4/143/09-Exty.] 


ANNEX • 1 

Cost calculation for fixation of rate for use of 100 tonne Harbour Mobile Crane provided by authorised service 

provider at the Tutiocorin Port Trust 

A. For Dry bulk cargo _ rs. in Lakh. 



As furnished by Tutkorln port Trust 

Norms If any prescribed in 

2008 tariff guidelines 
(for multipurpose cargo 

f4odif)ed Cakulation 

Sr. No. 

Particulars 

Worldngs 



Workings 

For Dry bulk • 
(a) food grains 
ftf^tiser (b). 
Coot, lime 
stone, 

minerals, etc. 

I 

Cost of Mottle Hartxxir Crane (Rs. Lakhs) 


416.58 



2963.70 

il 

A. Caoeoty (in terms of shifts / hours per annum) compu^ by TTT 






Available worWna shifts per annum 

200 days *3 shift per day 

900 



■ 


Norms of avaiiattiftv as per GoyenrneTt n« 


60% 



■ 


Caoadtv in shifts per annum 

900* 60% 

540 





Capacity In terms of hours / annum 


4320 












B CaDadtv in tonnes/ annum comouted bv rAK«> 



DtY.bulk 

a) Focxl gram, fertiliser - 10000 
tonnes / days (for vessels more 
than 30000 tonnes pared sue) 

b) Coal, Ume stone, minerals, 
etc. » lOCKX) tonnes / days 




Handling rate per hour (in tonnes) 



25% dbove the handling 
norms prescribed in the 
guidel.nesi.e. 12500/(24 
hours • 70% utilisation 
factor) 

744 


Working hours per annum 



A norm of 4000 hours of working 
in a year is presenbed for 
estimating power / fuel cost 


4000 









Annual CaDadtv (In tonnes) 





2975000 









Annual Caoacitv (in Million tonnes) 





2.976 








III 

Operatinq Cost 


Rs. In lakhs 



Rs. in lakhs 


(a). Fuel cost 

Fuel (30 Itrs per hour * 

Rs. 34.83 per litre * 4320 
hours )+ txl (2 Itrs cer 
hcur • Rs. no per litre per 
unit • 4320 hours) 

54.M 


70 Itrs per hour • Rs. 
34.98 per ' tre * 4000 
hours 

97.94 


(b). Repairs & Maintenance cost 


54.16 

5% on cost of mechanica! 
eouioment 

5% * Rs.2963.70 lakhs 

148.19 


(c). Insurance 


12.82 

1% on cost of mechanical 
eouioment 

1% * Rs.2963.70 lakhs 

29.64 


(d). Depredation 

10.34% * Rs. 415.58 lakhs 

43.07 

As per norms pnesenbed in 
Companies Act 

IC.34% • R5.2963.70 
lakhs 

306.45 


(e). Rent (ixense Fee) 


4.46 

As per Scale of Rates of 
concenned port 

Rent as esbmated by the 
TPT IS considered as 
license fee 

4.46 


(0- Other Expense 


20.04 

5% of Gross fixed Asset Value 

5% • Rs,2963.70 lakhs 

148.19 


•SecurttvCharoes 

1.12 






- Salaries Othffs 

17.42 






^ (X)ck Safety anliJther Exp 

1.50 






Total (a) to (e) 


189.20 



734.87 
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IV 

ROCE 

i5% * Rs,361.63 laKhs 

54.25 

16% on capital employed 

16% * Rs.2350.81 lakhs 

---1 

376.13 

1- 

V 

VI 

Total Cost Plus Return on Investment 

Hire Charge per shift 

Rs. 243.44 :aW':S/540 

Shifts 

243.44 

45082 



1121.00 

V1 

VII 

VHI 

Hire Charge per tonne (Foreign) In Rs. 

Hire Charge per tonne (Coastel)__ 


1 —““ 


Rs. 1111.00 lakhs/2.976 

m'llign tpgQg- 

60% » Rs. 37.33 

37,33 

22.40 


Sr. No. 

B, tor preaK puin cargo___ 

Particulars 

Working 

Steel & bagged cargo 

Others 

1 

Cargo Handling rate at 50% above the norms preenbed in upfront tanff guidelines 2008 for muitjpurpose 


6000 

3750 

n 

caroo terminal fin tonnes / ddv)-—--- 

Car^ Handling rate in tonnes / hour 

Sr. no I / (24 hours * 70% 
utilisabon norm) 

357.00 

223 

m 

Working hours (per annum) 


4000 

4UUU 

IV 

Capacity (tonnes / annum) 

Sr. No 11 • III 

1428000 

89/000 

V 

Total cost plus return as estimated in Sr. No V in the first table (Rs. in lakhs) 


1111.00 

1111.00 

VI 

Hire Charge per tonne (Foreign going) In Rs. / tonne 

Sr. Nov/IV 

77 W 

124.55 

VII 

Hire Charge per tonne (Coastal) in Rs. / tonne 

60% of Sr. No VI 

46,68 

74.73 


(Q) Note : Worldngs for capital emploved 

Gross value of HMC 

Rate of DepredatkKi as per provisions of Companies Act 

Value of hMC at the beofooif>0 of the year 
Depreciation 

Written dopwn value at the end of the year 
Average written down value 


RS. 2963.70 lakhs 
10.34»/o 

Year 1 Year 2 

2963.70 

306.45 

2657.25 


Year 3 

2657.25 2350.80684 

306.45 306,45 

2350.81 2044.36 

2350.81 


_ _____ _ _ 

Printed by the Manager, Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-l 10064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Dclhi-110054. 

























































































